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COMMITTEE HEARINGS
CoMMITTEE ON RoaDps

Hearings will be continued on H. R.
2426 in the Roads Committee room, 1011
New House Office Building, at 10 a. m.
Thursday, March 16, 1944,

CoMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN

COMMERCE

There will be a meeting of the land-
grants subcommittee of the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce at
10 a. m. Thursday, March 16, 1944,

Business to be considered: To begin
hearings on H. R. 4184 entitled “To
amend section 321, title III, part II,
Transportation Act of 1940, with respect
to the movement of Government traffic.”

COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS

The Committee on Invalid Pensions
will hold hearings on Thursday, March
16, 1244, at 10:30 a. m., in the committee
room, 247 House Office Building, on
S. 1225, entitled “An act granting a pen-
sion to Constance Eager,” which was in=
troduced by Senator Typines, and S. 662,
entitled “An act to authorize pensions
for certain physically or mentally help-
less children, and for other purposes,”
which was introduced by Senator BiLBo.

COMMITTEE ON THE FPosT OFFICE AND
Post RoADs

There will be a meeting of the Com-
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads
on Thursday, March 16, 1944, at 10:30
a. m., to consider H. R. 2328 and House
Joint Resolution 49 (to declare certain
papers, pamphlets, books, pictures, and
writings nonmailable)., Hearings will be
held.

CoMMITTEE ON RIVERS AND HarBors

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors
will continue its hearings on House Joint
Resolution 148 (joint resolution to permit
the diversion of waters from Lake Michi-
gan to safeguard the public health) on
March 22, 1944, at 10:30 a. m.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, exeéutive
cemmunications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

1295. A letter from the Secretary of the
Navy, transmitting a draft of a proposed bill
to amend the part of the act entitled "An
act making appropriations for the mnaval
service for the fiscal year ending June 80,
19821, and for other purposes,” approved June
4, 1920, as amended, relating to the conserva-
tions, care, custody, protection, and opera-
tion of the naval petroleum and oil-shale
reserves; to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

1298. A letter from the Acting Becretary of
the Navy, transmitting a draft of a proposed
bill authorizing appropriations for the United
States Navy for additional ordnance manu-
facturing and production facilities, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Naval
Affairs.

1297. A letter from the Archivist of the
United States, transmitting report on records
proposed for disposal by various Government
agencies; to the Committee on the Disposi-
tion of Executive Papers.

1208. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting supple-
mental estimates of appropriations for the
fiscal year 1944, for the Navy Department and
naval service, amounting to $1,081,000,000
cash and $1,500,000,000 contract authoriza-
tion, together with proposed provisions sffec-
ting certain naval appropriations for the fiscal
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years 1942 and 1944 (H. Doc. No. 498); to the
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered
to be printed.

1289, A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting the bud-
get for the Office of Scientific Research and
Development for the fiscal year 1945, amount-
ing to $121,135,000 (H. Doc. No. 499); to the
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered
to be printed.

1300, A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting an estl-
mate of appropriation for the War Prcdue-
tlon Board of the Office for Emergency Mans
agement for the fiscal year 1945, amounting
to $60,804,000 (H. Doc. No. 500); to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be
printed.

1301, A letter from the Assistant Secretary-
Treasurer, the American Commission for the
Protection and Salvage of Artistic and Hise
toric Monuments in Europe, transmitting a
copy of the report Quarterly Estimate of Per-
sonnel Requirements called for by the Direc=
tor of the Bureau of the Budget under Cire
cular 421 dated May 381, 1943; to the Coms=
mittee on the Civil Bervice,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. REED of New York: Committee on
Ways and Means, H. R. 4410. . A bill o ex-
tend for an additional 90 days the period dur-
ing which certain grains and other products
to be used for livestock and poultry feed may
be imported from foreign countries free of
duty; without amendment (Rept, No. 1258).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Mr. O'NEAL: Committee on Appropria=
tions. H. R.4414. A bill making appropria-
tions for the legislative branch and for the
judiciary for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1945, and for other purposes; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 1259). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state
of the Union. -

Mr. HARRIS of Arkansas: Committee on
the District of Columbia. H. R. 4327, A bill
to regulate boxing contests and exhibitions
in the District of Columbia, and for other
purposes; without amendment (Rept. No.
1261). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. CELLER:

H.R.4415. A bill to authorize the admis-
slon into the United States and the naturali-
zation of natives, and descendants of natives,
of India; to the Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization.

By Mr. EEOGH:

H. R.4416. A bill to amend section 25 (b)
(1) of the Internal Revenue Code; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CLASON:

H.R.4417. A bill to provide additional
compensation for certain civilian employees
of the Governments of the Unilted Btates
and the Distriet of Columbia; to the Com=-
mittee on the Civil Service.

By Mr. WALTER:

H.R.4418. A bill to amend Public Law
816, Seventy-seventh Congress, second ses-
sion; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. ELEIN:

H.R.4419. A bill to permit official mafl
of the American Red Cross to be transmitted
free of postage under the penalty privilege;

-
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to the Committee on the Post Office and
Post Roads.
By Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan:

H. J. Res. 264. Joint resolution authorizing
the President of the United States of America
to proclaim October 11, 1944, General Pu-
laski’'s Memorial Day for the observance and
commemoration of the death of Brig, Gen.
Casimir Pulaski; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. BULWINELE:

H. Con. Res. 72. Concurrent resolution to
provide Ior appropriate commemoration of
the centennial of the telegraph on May 24,
1944; to the Committee on Rules,

MEMORIALS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, memo-
rials were presented and referred as
follows:

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Legis-
lature of the Territory of Puerto Rico, me-
morializing the President and the Congress
of the United States to put the same restric-
tion upon rum being imported into the
United States as we did on molasses; to the
Committee on Forelgn Affairs.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the
State of Washington, memorializing the Pres-
ident and Congress of the United States to
favor the establishment in Palestine of a
national home for the Jewish people; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk
and referred as follows:

5267, By Mr. LANE: Resolution adopted
by the New England Zionist Emergency Coun-
cil March 6, 1944, at a dinner at the Hotel
Statler, Boston, Mass,, urging that the British
White Paper of 1939 should be revoked, and
that a home for the Jewish people be estab-
lished in Palestine; to the Committee on
Forejgn Relations.

5268. By Mr. WILLEY: Petition of sundry
citizens of the Btate of Delaware favoring
House bill 2082, the Bryson bill; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

’ SENATE

TraursDAY, MarcH 16, 1944

(Legislative day of Monday, February 7,
1944)

The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian,
on the expiration of the recess.

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown
Harris, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

Our Father God, as morning climbs to
noontide we pause in the heat and burden
of the toiling day, that prayer for a sense
of Thy presence and assurance of Thy
guidance may rise like incense from the
altar of our hearts. Cleanse us, we be-
seech Thee, from secret faults which may
mar our public service. We cannot be
the prophets of world peace if in our own
hearts are entrenched the very things
which make for war. We cannot call
mankind to put aside the weapons of
carnage and destruction if our own lives
are arsenals of hatred and of prejudice
and of a selfish passion to rule. Disarm
our own spirits. May Thy kingdom of
love and righteousness come within us
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that we may contribute worthily to man-
kind’s abiding peace.

As the battle against the massed bat-
talions of darkness sweeps on to its fiery
climax and so many of our homes are
already desolate at the dread tidings that
one dearer than life has gone beyond

recall, may the awful price of preserving

liberty bought with such a cost subdue
our pride, shame our selfishness, and in-
tensify our devotion. Deliver us from
the evil of national policies whose fate-
ful consequence will be still another war.
May we clearly see and faithfully follow
the things that belong to our peace. We
ask it in the Name above every name.
Amen,
THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. BareLEY, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of the calen-
dar day Tuesday, March 14, 1844, was dis-
pensed with, and the Journal was ap-
proved.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT—
APPROVAL OF BILLS

Messages in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States were com-
municated to the Senate by Mr. Miller,
one of his secretaries, and he announced
that on March 14, 1944, the President
had approved and signed the following
acts:

8.391. An act for the relief of Jack Lecel
Haas;

8.397. An act for the relief of Lt. (Jr. Gr.)
Svend J. Skou;

5. 1427, An act to authorize the appoint-
ment of Gregory Boyington, a first lieutenant
in the Marine Corps;

8.1563. An act for the rellef of W. E.
Dowdell and June Dowdell; and

8. 1668. An act authorizing appropriations
for the United States Navy for additional
ship repair facilities, and for other pur-
poses,

MESSAGE FROM THi HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Chaffee, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the
House had agreed to the report of the
committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendments of the House to the bill
(S. 1285) to amend the act of September
16, 1942, which provided a method of vot-
ing, in time of war, by members of the
land and naval forces absent from the
place of their residence, and for other
purposes.

The message also announced that the
House had passed the following bills, in
which it requested the concurrence of
the Senate:

H.R.4377. An act authorizing the Presi-
dent to present, in the name of Congress,
a Distinguished Service Medal to Admiral
Chester W. Nimitz, United States Navy; and

H.R.4410. An act to extend for an addl-
tional 90 days the period during which cer-
tain grains and other products to be used
for livestock and poultry feed may be im-
ported from forelgn countries free of dlltj".

The message further announced that
the Speaker had affixed his signature to
the following enrolled bills, and they
were signed by the Vice President:

8.1589. An act for the rellef of C. Guy
Evans, Garland Mineral Springs, Index,
Wash.;
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H.R.929. An act for the rellef of Irving L.
Jones;

H.R.1062. An act for tho relief of the
estate of John H. Catheart;

H.R.1201. An act to permit prosecutions
after the lapse of a temporary statute for
offenses committed prior te its expiration;

H.R. 1273. An act for the relief of the heirs
of Simon M. Myhre;

H.R.1468. An act for the relief of Robert
Beckwith, Julius Buettner, and Emma M.
Buettner;

H. R. 1488, An act to provide a right-of-way
for an oil pipe line over the Ogden Ordnance
Depot Military Reservation;

H.R.1518. An act for the relief of Mrs.
Bessie Pike and Mrs. Estelle Rosenfeld;

H.R.1847. An act for the relief of the legal
guardian of Richard Zielinski, a minor;

H.R.2091. An act for the relief of Mrs,
Gladys M. Greenleaf and the estate of Ralph
Alton Greenleaf, deceased;

H.R. 2183. An act for the relief of Mathilde
B. Meister;

H.R. 2189. An act for the relief of Kenneth
E. Shepard; :

H. R.2285. An act for the rellef of Nadine
Gorman;

H.R. 2419. An act to change the name of
“laborer” in the Postal Service to that of
“mail handler"”;

H.R. 2440. An act for the relief of Mrs.
Priscilla B. McCarthy;

H. R. 2459. An act for the rellef ut the legal
guardian of Carl Oplinger, City Hospital of
Akron, Ohio, and to Dr. Walter A. Hoyt;

H.R.2772. An act for the rellef of Edwin
Foley;

H.R. 2875. An act for the relief of Adelard
Demers;

II.R.2880. An act for the relief of H. G.
Tooley;

H.R. 2056. An act for the protection of the
water supply of the city of Sitka, Alaska;

H.R. 2993, An act for the relief of John
W. Booth III;

H.R.2009. An act for the relief of Leo
Gullo; ;

H.R.2199. An act for the relief of Henry
Grossi;

H.R.3173. An act for the relief of the legal
guardian of Lorraine Novak, a minor;

H.R.3195. An act for the relief of Willard
Eerr, Jr.;

H.R.3371. An act for the relief of the de-
pendents of Dr. Arthur B. Wyse, and others;

H.R.3387. An act for the relief of Lt. Col.
Jason McVay Austin;

H.R.3647. An act for the relief of Carl
F. R. Wilson;

H.R.3618. An act to authorize the War
Food Administrator to sell and convey to
Mrs. Andrew J. Frey, and her heirs, a certain
tract of land, situated in the county of San
Joaguin, State of Callfornia, and for other
purposes;

H.R.3701. An act for the relief of Clinton
A. Clauson; and

II. R.3763. An act to relieve former postal
employees who perfor ned postal dutles after
induction into the military service.

CALL OF THE ROLL

Mr. BARKLEY. I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT, The clerk
will call the rell.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and
the following Senators answered to their
names:

Alken Buck Downey
Andrews Burton Tastland
Austin Bushfield Ellender
EBailey Byrd Ferguson
Bankhead Capper George
Barkley Clark, Idaho  Glllette
Bilbo Clark, Mo, Gurney
Bone Connally Hatch
Brewster Cordon Hawkes
Bridges Danaher Hayden
Brooks Davis HIill
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Holman O'™Mahoney Tobey
Jackson Overton Tunnell
Johnson, Colo. Fepper Tydings
Kilgore Radecliffe Vandenberg
La Follette Revercomhb Wagner
Langer Reynolds Walsh, N. J.
McCarran Robertson Weeks
McClellan Russell Wheeler
McFarland Shipstead Wherry
McKellar Stewart White
Maloney Taft ‘Willis
Mead Thomas, Idaho Wilson
Milllkin Thomas, Okla.
Murray Thomas, Utah

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sena-
tor from Virginia [Mr. Grass] and the
Senator from South Carolina [Mr.
Smita] are absent from the Senate be-
cause of illness; the Senator from Mis-
souri [Mr. TrRumMaN] and the Senator
from Washington [Mr. WALLGREN] are
absent on official business.

The Senator from Arkansas [Mrs.
Caraway]l, the Senator from Rhode
Island [Mr. GreeN], the Senator from
Pennsylvania [Mr. GuUrrFeyl, and the
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Lucas] are de-
tained on public business. The Senator
from New Mexico [Mr. Cuavez], the Sen-
ator from Kentucky [Mr. CHANDLER], the
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. May-
BANK], the Senator from Utah [Mr, Mur-
pockl, the Senator from Texas [Mr.
O'DanieL], and theSenator from Nevada
[Mr. ScrucHAM] are necessarily absent.

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator from
Minnesota [Mr. BarLl, the Senator from
Nebraska [Mr. ButLEr], the Senator from
Oklahoma [Mr. Moorel, the Senator
from North Dakota [Mr. NYE], the Sen-
ator from Kansas [Mr. ReeEp], and the
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. WiLex]
are necessarily absent.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-
three Senators have answered to their
names, A quorum is present.

MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE
SENATOR CHARLES L. McNARY, OF
OREGON

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, I
submit a resolution, and ask unanimous
consent for its immediate consideration.

The VICE PRESIDENT, The resolu-
tion will be read.

The resolution (8. Res. 269) was read,
considered by unanimous consent, and
unanimously agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the legislative business of
the Benate be now suspended to enable
tributes to be paid to the life, character, and
public service of Hon. CHARLES L. McNary,
late a Senator from the State of Oregon.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr, President,
the United States Senate not only does
credit to its own sensibilities, but it also
does justiceé to authentic history, when
it temporarily suspends its regular pro-
ceedings this afternoon fo make the Rec-
oRD speak in final tribute to the memory
of a deeply cherished comrade and a stal-
wart, sterling public servant who has
been gathered to his fathers.

The sudden and untimely death of
Senator CHARLES L. McNary, of Oregon,
at the very moment when we all were
encouraged by reports of his confident
and early convalescence, bespeaks a loss
which defies the successful use of words
to measure. It isthe loss to the Republic
of a great and effective statesman, It
Is the loss to Congress of a great and
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skillful legislator. It is the loss to his
associates of a great and precious friend.

Senator McNary came to his high re-
sponsibilities in the midst of the first
World War. He leaves them in the
throes of the second and what we pray
may be the last. In this epochal, inter-
vening quarter century, when History
has been writing with a rushing pen, he
was one of the wisest, soundest, and
ablest public men of his generation. In
his quiet, modest, and totally unassum-
ing way, he exerted major influence—
and always constructive influence—on
the legislative history of his times. In-
delibly he leaves his vivid mark upon the
story and the statutes of his mourning
country.

Threough a perilous and perplexing
decade, he ably guided the Republican
Party as its greatly loved and highly
competent leader upon this Senate floor.
H= was the master of all parliamentary
technigues., Bzhind his unfailing kind-
liness and courtesy were strength,
astuteness, and an iron will. He led by
persuasion rather than by force. Com-
mon sense was ever his prime counselor,
a5 the Constitution and the law were his
unfailing lamps. His Party’s faith was
reflected when it enthusiastically named
him for the Vice Presidency of the
United States. His integrity, his vision,
his talents and his honor were worthy of
this or any other accolade.

But he was never just a partisan. In
the finest sense of the sacred word, he
was a great American. Whether as a
jurist in his earlier career, or as a legisla-
tor in the climax of his devotion to his

. country, he was frue to the finest in-

stincts of a deeply conscientious public
servant, and to the-best traditions of the
Constitutional Republic which he loved
sc much and served so long and so well.

Amid all his honors, he remained as
friendly and considerate a soul as ever
gave gentle companionship to his fellow
men. He was never touched by the
pomp of power. Hz was never lured
from the realities of human fellowship.
His popularity with his colleagues was
matched only by their granite confidence
in him. I shall not soon forget the
unique and moving demonstrations of
this poignant fact enacted on the funeral
train as it sped across the western plains
on its way to his last, long home. Twen-
ty of us—colleagues all—gathered in one
car; and each of us—one by one—rose
spontaneously to speak simply, frankly,
and from the heart, about our associate
and friend. It was a rare and unusual
tribute, without a precedent within my
time.

It was as recently as last November
that the late distinguished Senator from
Oregon stood at his accustomed corner
seat on yonder aisle, in the full vigor of
his splendid faculties, so far as any of us
knew, and in complete command of his
great responsibilities. Little did any man
among us remotely sense that we were
looking upon our liing friend for the last
time as he strode vigorously from the
Senate forum that final afternoon, never
to return. But he never for an instant
left our hearts nor was deserted by our
anxieties. “What's the news Ifrom
Charley?” was the constant, intimate,
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“honorable body.
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daily question upon all our lips, elo-
quently testifying to the bond that bound
him to his fellow men. Life affords few
greater triumphs.

He was devoted to the soil. It was the
key to his wholesome character. All
things of agriculture were his deep at-
tachment. He was happiest when close
to nature and when lingering upon the
fertile acres of his beloved country home.
Always his heart was turning westward
to the Oregon Trail. His was the spirit
of those rugged pioneers frcm whence
he sprang. He was a builder of the new
West as they were of the old. We fol-
lowed him, and his mourning family, in
stricken grief—but with gladness that we
could have known him and his genius
and his kindly ways—as he took to the
Oregen Trzil for the last time,

The Republican Party has lost a faith-
ful and effective leader. America has
lost a powerful and devoted Senator.. I
humbly add that I have lost a cherished
friend who has been my closest legisla-
tive associate for 16 years. Hail. And
farewell.

Mr, HCLMAN. Mr, President, “An
honest man’s the noblest work of God.”

My former colleague, Senator CHARLES
L. McNary, of Oregon, has been called to
the house of his fathers, On Friday,
February 25, at Fort Lauderdale, in
Florida, where it was believed he was
recuperating satisfactorily from a then
recent operation, he suddenly departed
this life. We mourn his passing, revere
his memory, and honor his good name.

CrarLEs L. McNary was possibly the
most universally loved Member of this
On all sides and in
every quarter only words of affectionate
regard for him, and expressions in praise
of his public work and private life, are
heard. His kind disposition, unerring
tact, consummate wisdom, and patriotic
zeal for the best interests of his State
and Nation, and his deep devotion to the
welfare of the American people, were
inherent in him, and were recognized by
all who knew and understood him.

CaarLES L. McNARrY, the last of 10 chil-
dren, was born in 1874 at the farm home
of his maternal grandparents, Charies
and Mary Claggett, in the beautiful and
fertile Willamette Valley, near Salem,
the capital of Oregon. In this pleasant
environment he spent his childhood and
youth.

Unhappily, at the early age of 4 years,
he lost his mother, and a year later his
father also. A kind and loving elder
sister assumed the care of this orphaned
boy, directed his early conduct, and
guided him in the formation of his habits
and character. ‘“As the twig is bent, the
tree's inclined.” His later successes and
achievements are a monument to her in-
telligent, faithful, and affectionate care
of her little brother Charles,

As a boy, and as a youth, CuarLES L.
McNary had his chores to do and he did
them, reliably and well. By dint of his
own persevering efforts under great dif-
ficulties, which were indicative of his
self-reliance throughout his entire life,
he went to college and studied law. The
time came when he sat upon the Su-
preme Court of Oregon as a justice of
that court.

- Oregon pioneers.
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The McNarys and the Claggetts were
of good—the best—American stock, and
this native son of Oregon had withia
him by inheritance and by breeding the
finest qualities of his race and Nation.
For generations his people had been pio-
neers, frontiersmen, and farmers. They
had come to America in colonial days,
had fought in the American Revolution
against British oppression, and later they
had followed Daniel Boone and the earli-
est settlers into the Ohio Valley. The
States of Kentucky, Tennessee, Indiana,
and Illinois knew them prior to his im-
mediate forebears joining the covered-
wagon frains of the early emigrants to
Oregon.

Just 100 years ago his grandfather,
James McNary, determined to cross the
pldins with his family to Oregon, and be-
gan making his plans accordingly. Early
in the year 1845, the McNarys were on
the long, long Oregon Trail. The first
wagons had arrived in the Willamette
Valley in 1843 but 2 years previously.

Only zfter 6 long months on the over-
land route did the creaking, worn, oxen-
drawn covered wagons and the tired and
weary emigrants at last descend the
rugged western mountain slopes to the
beauiiful Oregon country. Often, only
by following the courses of the mighty
rivers of that western country, and at
times actually using the beds of the
smailer streams for their cnly road-
ways, did the Oregon pioneers, foremost
among whom were the McNarys, finally
come to rest in the finest and fairest
of fertile valleys—ihe promised land of
the western pioneers—the valley of the
beautiful Willamette.

Only the survivors of the fittest of all
those American emigrants who started
across the plains in the 1840's and 1850’s
finally got through to Oregon. The faint
of heart turned back and the weak of
body perished on the way. Only the
resolute of spirit and those of dauntless
courage, fortified by the muscle and sin-
ews of centuries-old breeding, perse-
vered to found an empire in the wilder-
ness beside the western sea. The Or-
egon pioneers may, at times, have been
destitute, and were; but they never were
poor.

From such stock our beloved colleague
sprung. He had the ways of his fore-
bears, He was of them. His persever-
ance through difliculties and his help-
fulness to others less fortunate than
himself " were his characteristic traits.
He knew and practiced the industry,
thrift, and economy of the empire
builders. He did not stand by the side
of the road wagging his thumb. He
always could walk, and walk on his own
feet, and he could walk alone.

CuARLES L, McNArY was the son of the
For his homely ways,
his direct and effizient resolution of ccm-
plicated problems and situations intoe
their simple elements, and for his hon-
esty and cooperation, he was loved and
respected by all those who knew him
best. He was a great American, a leader
in the Senate of the United States, an
honest man, a real friend, and Oregon's
favorite son.

May God bless and keep him. His life
exemplifies the biblical admonition that
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“A good name is rather to be chosen
than great riches, and loving favor than
silver and gold.”

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, we com-
memorate today the life and death of
one of America’s greatest public servants.

Senator McNary served in the Sen-
ate of the United States from May 29,
1917, to November 5, 1918, and from
December 18, 1918, to the time of his
death. In 1933, he was chosen minority
leader of his party in this body. In 1940,
he was the nominee of his party for the
office of Vice President of the United
States. This period of political activity
and legislative service included the epic
years of the First World War, the post-
war period, the years of economic depres-
sion which followed, and the trying days
which preceded our entry into the pres-
ent war, and many months of our par-
ticipation therein. There has been in
the life of our Nation no like span of time
in which a public man has been con-
fronted by such complex problems and
has made such soul-trying decisions.
Senator McNary shared in full measure
the responsibilities of these years and
their momentous events.

Before entering public life, Senator
McNary had been a practicing lawyer;
an educator in the law; and a justice of
the Supreme Court of Oregon.

In these two principal flelds of en-
deavor our late colleague served with
rare distinetion. In them he brought
honor to himself and made great con-
tribution to the welfare of his State and
the Nation. -

Senator McNArRY was a profound stu-
dent of all political and governmental
questions, but of particular interest to
him were the difficult problems of agri-
culture, of hydroelectric development
and associated irrigation and reclama-
tion projects. His efforts in their behalf
were impressive aids to all that has been
accompanied in these fields.

Procedure in the Senate is governed by
precedents and by written rule. Senator
McNary was the master of both. His
familiarity with parliamentary principles
and with the correct application of them,
with Senate practice and its sustaining
precedents, was both comprehensive and
detailed. He was one of the great par-
liamentarians of this generation. This
knowledge and skill were used, not ob-
structively, but always in furtherance of
legislative progress.

He was never an extremist in his views
or in in his legislative efforts. He sought
to embody in law the principles which re-
sponded most completely to the common
Judgment of the American people and
which he believed would therefore best
serve them. He was a clear and logical

thinker, firm in his adherence to the con-_

clusions to which his reasoning mind led
him. However strongly held and how-
ever positively expressed were his views,
his kindliness and graciousness made im-
possible any suggestion of intolerance on
his part. He was a wise counselor and
patient leader. In his relations with his
fellow Members and men elsewhere he
was tolerant, courteous, and kindly.

No Member exerted greater influence
in the Senate than he. No Member held
in greater degree the affection of his
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associates. No Member commanded
greater respect. His death brings to un-
numbered friends and to his colleagues
here a sense of tragic loss. His party
suffers grievously in the termination of
his thoughtful and steadying leadership.
The country will miss in this high place
his keen sense of public duty and his
ideals of public service.

An able, kindly, courteous, courageous,
Christian gentleman has gone from
among us, but we are comforted with
the knowledge that he has found de-
served rest, peace, and joy everlasting.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, it is
said that as men grow in years they look
with equanimity upon the approach of
death. I do not know whether that is
true. I might well express the hope that
it is; but I have not yet reached the
status in my own life where I look with
equanimity upon it, insofar as I am con-
cerned or insofar as my friends are con-
cerned. That is peculiarly true as I rise
to pay in a few words a feeble but an
abundantly deserved tribute to Senator
McNARY.

It is strange how fate sometimes plays
tricks upon the lives of men. In con-
versation one day with Senator McNary,
talking about our ancestry and about the
romantic history of migrations among
American people in the settlement of our
country, it developed that his grand-
father and my grandfather were born
and reared within 5 miles of each other,
in the State of North Carolina. My peo-
ple went from there into Tennessee, and
up into Kentucky. His went across Ten-
nessee, tarried for a while in Kentucky,
and found their way on to the Pacific
coast in the State of Oregon. Then, as
if two sunken streams reappeared on the
surface of the earth, he and I appeared
here in opposition stations across this
aisle in the Senate of the United States.
That is strange; but no more strange
than the fate of many others, by the
millions, who no doubt could recount
similar ancestral experiences.

That circumstance, of course, drew us
closer together than would be true other-
wise, because of the parallel of our fami-
lies. We were drawn together by reason
of our position here in the Senate; and
our relationship was more intimate, more
confidential, and, I might say, more co-
operative than was ever known by the
Members of this body as a whole. In the
very nature of things, two men occupying
the stations he and I during the past 7
years occupied across the aisle must nec-
essarily confer with each other daily, and
sometimes more frequently, Not only is
it necessary that that should be done, in
order that we might as much as possible
smooth the pathway of legislation, but it
is in the interest of the country, I be-
lieve; and I am sure that he felt the same
way, that those who take any leading
part in guiding the legislative process
here should very frequently indulge in
confidential conversations and relations
and plans in order that each might be
helpful to the other, and that both might
be helpful to the Senate and to the coun-
try. Senator McNarY not only was
courteous; he would have been that un-
avoidably, for he came of a race of cul-
tured, refined, broad-minded, magnani-
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mous people whose roots sprang out of
the very pioneer days of our country.
All his personal inclinations were in that
direction. But in a broader and deeper
sense his responsibility to the Senate, to
his political party, and to his country,
and even in a broader sense his responsi-
pility to mankind, in the position which
he held, impelled him to that high-mind-
ed attitude toward his duties and toward
our duties here.

There are many things I might say
about him in tribute to his legislative
genius; his knowledge of the procedures,
not only from study but from experience;
his interest in agriculture, from which
his ancestors, as mine, sprang, and in
which they engaged practically all their
lives. While he was a specialist on agri-
cultural problems, his mind was broad
enough and deep enough to encompass,
all the problems which face us as a Na-
tion industrially, economically, politi-
cally, and socially. He was frequently of
very great value and assistance to me,
not only in advice and counsel which I
sought freely, but in smoothing the path-
way of legislation, not only that of a
nonpartisan character, but legislation in
which partisan difference might be sup-
posed to exist legitimately. I am under
a deep and abiding obligation to Senator
McNary for the great, valuable, some-
times indispensable assistance I received
from him, and also for the high example
of nonpartisan consideration, without
regard to party differences, of the prob-
lems which face us as a whole. I mourn
his loss. I shall always cherish his
memory. I shall always acknowledge
freely the profound obligation which I -
am under to him, and which the counfry
as a whole is under to him, for the mag-
nificent services he rendered as a United
States Senator and as an American citi-
zen,

I do not know how to express my feel-
ing in the sense that I have experienced
this deep, personal loss. For his State,
for his family, for his country, I join in
the expression of deep sympathy and
appreciation for his life and for his ex-
ample. I felt so strongly about it that
it was my desire to attend the funeral,
in order that I might pay a last tribute
to him; but circumstances over which I
had no control forbade that.

Peace to his ashes, to his memory.
May those of us who are to remain for
a season, but who in time will join him
in that innumerable caravan, take with
us through the remainder of our lives
and into our graves the happy and re-
assuring knowledge that here was a man
in every sense of the word.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr., President, I .
came to the Senate on March 4, 1917.
Senator MCNARY came to the Senate by
appointment of the Governor of Oregon
in May 1918, and served a short ferm.
He was again appointed and served an-
other term; and in 1919 he came to the
Senate by the vote of the people of Ore-
gon and remained here until his death.

Shortly after he came to the Senate,
one day he asked me if we did not have
some McNarys in Tennessee. I told him
that we had. We had a very distin-
guished family of McNarys in Tennessee
in our early history. One of them had
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been one of the most distinguished
Judges in our State, and a county had
been named for him. Senator MCNaArRY
traced his relationship to that distin-
guished citizen of Tennessee. In that
way we became friends almost from the

beginning.
Senator McNary had several outstand-
ing characteristics. One of the most im-

portant of them was his unswerving hon-
esty and integrity. CHARLEY McNARY
was as honest a man as I ever knew in
my life. No one ever questioned or could
ever question his integrity.

Another of his outstanding qualities
was his ability as a legislator. He was
quiet, reserved, unobtrusive, and appar-
ently unambitious; and yet few Mem-
bers of this body kept up with legisla-
tion as well as did CHARLEY McNARY, and
none any better.

To my mind the most outstanding of
all his splendid qualities was his gentle-
manliness. He was one of the most
courteous, delightful, good-humored, and
all-the-time agreeable gentlemen I ever
knew, I never knew him to do an un-
gentlemanly thing; and so far as I now
recall, I never heard him say an ungen-
tlemanly thing. I think he was one of
the most perfect gentlemen I ever knew.

He had a wonderful career in the Sen-
ate. He served for nearly 27 years. He
took a leading part almost irom the be-
ginning. He did more for his State than
perhaps any other man who ever repre-
sented it in Congress. In helping to es-
tablish the Bonneville Dam and other
dams, not only in his State, but in ad-
joining States, he did a magnificent piece
of work.

Like the Senator from Kentucky [Mr.
Earxrey], I shall feel eternally grateful
to Senator McNary for his cordial and
warm support, not in talk, but in kindly,
generous action. He helped me build
the dams on the Tennessee River. CHAR-
1EY McNary did a thousandfold more
than many of those who had much more
to say about the building of those dams.
I shall ever be grateful to him,

In the strictest sense, Senator McNary
was not a partisan. He was a gcod Re-
publican; he believed in the principles
and doectrines of his party always; but
he was fair and kindly disposed toward
those of us on this side of the aisle, and
worked with us for the benefit of the
country whenever the interest and prog-
ress of the country were at stake, Hs
was a progressive Senator. He believed
in building up, and not tearing down.
He believed in doing things in his kindly
and quiet way.

Incidentally, let me say to Senators on
the other side of the aisle that he was a
very fine leader of the Republican Party.
That was proved by the great confidence
Republicans showed in him when he was
chosen as their candidate for Vice Pres-
ident in the last campaign. He was
worthy of such a mark of distinction or
any other mark of distinction.

CHARLEY McNArY was one of the best
men who ever sat in this body since I
have been a Member of it—and I have
been here a long time, When it came to
a show-down, perhaps no man on either
side of the aisle had more real influence
than had CHARLEY McNARY.
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In his quiet, gentle, generous, well-dis-
posed, and kindly way, he did more for
his State and for his country than most
of us realize until we look at the record.
He was as fine an American citizen as
ever lived. When I think of such a man
as he dying suddenly, I realize what a
terrible thing it is, especially for those
who are left behind. Again I say that
this body never knew a finer gentleman,
a better legislator, or a better American
than CuaArLEs L. McNary. He and I
were warm personal friends from the be-
ginning. I revere and esteem his
memory. I rejoice in the good works
which were his, and am proud that I
knew such a grand man, for he was a
man, every inch of him.

Mr. DANAHER. Mr. President, by
designation I am directed to report that
yesterday the Republican minority con-
ference, by unanimous action, adopted
the following resolution:

Whereas Almighty God in His infinite
wisdom has taken from us our beloved col-
league the Honorable CHARLES Linza Me-
Nary, late senior Senator from the State of
Oregon; and

Whereas throughout his more than 27 years
in the United States Senate he rendered to
our Natlon and to his State a most distin-
guished service, which will ever grace his
name in the annals of history; and

Whereas he was our affectionate friend and
trusted counselor, ever ready to give of him-
self, of his efforts, and of his judgment for
our guldance, and hence became cur leader
and the spokesman for the Republican Party
in the United States SBenate during a most
critical pericd: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That we, the Republican col-
leagues in the United States Senate of the
Honorable CHARLES LINZA McNARY, express
our sense of loss at his passing and join in
asking that this evidence of our regard for
him and for his memory may be caused to
be printed in full in the CoNGRESSIONAL
REecorp; and

Further, That a copy of this resolution be
transmitted to Mrs. Cornelia M. McNary, at
Salem, Oreg., that she may be assured of our
deep respect for her and of our condolences
to her upon the passing of our friend, her
husband.

In witness whereof we have hereunto set
our hends st Washington, in the District of
Columbia, this 15th day of March 1944:

A, H. VANDENBERG, WALLACE H. WHITE,
Jr., WARREN R. AUSTIN, CHAPMAN
EREevErcoMms, ROBERT A. TAFT, JOHN
A, DanarER, C. WAYLAND BROOKS,
BTYLES BRIDGES, JOHN THoOMAS,
CuAs, W. ToBey, OWEN BREWSTER,
Baymonp E. Winwis, E. V. ROBERT-
goN, A. W. HawxrEes, WiLLiam
LanNger, C. D. Buck, HoMER FERGU-
soN, GEorGE D. AIKEN, Guy CoOR-
poN, Rurus C. HoLmaAN, HarorLp H.
BurToN, E. D, MLLIRIN, HARLAN J:
BUSHFIELD, SINCLAIR WEEKS, JAMES
J. Davis, ARTHUR CAPPER, HENRIK
SHIPSTEAD, CHAN GumrNEY, KEN-
NETH 5. WHERRY, GEO, A, WILSON,

Mr. CONNALLY., Mr. President, I
shall not undertake to cover the public
services of Senator McNary except by
general reférence. The record of his
services is already engraved on the public
annals of the Republic. I wish to say a
word of a personal nature with reference
to Senator McNary. It is among the
sweetest memories of my life that I was
privileged to enjoy a rather intimate re-
lationship with him. What the Senator
from Tennessee [Mr. McEKeLLar] has
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said about his gentleness and the high
standards of his intercourse with other
Members of the Senate is eminently true.
Senator McNary appealed to me as a
man of a very high conception of ethics
and of professional and official conduct.
He was a modest man. He carried
modesty to the point of a weakness.
Instead of flamboyantly pushing himself.
into the public limelight he was shrink-
ing. He was entirely modest in every
respect.

Mr. President, I entertzined for him a
very deep personal affection and a very
high admiration, Today I wanted more
than anything else simply to lay upon
his tomb, figuratively speaking, a flower
in recognition of the great love which I
bore him.

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, the sands
of a great and distinguished life have
run out in the hourglass of time.
CHARLES L. McNary has been summoned
home. Eternal peace has come at last
to one who labored always to bring tran-
quillity into a troubled world.

CHARLES McNary devoted his full and
gentle life to the service of mankind, and
the implicit worthiness of his character
must inevitably come to be recognized in
the reckonings of time.

History will record for all generations
to come that this good and faithful ser-
vant was a great legislator, an incisive
leader, and a skilled parliamentarian.
But CuarLes McNary was much more
than these, Mr. President. CHARLES
McNary was & man who was loved and
respected by all who knew him.

There is something about a truly great
leader, Mr. President, which counsels and
calms, which strengthens and sustains,
and so it was with “CrarLEYy Mac.” His
keen mind, his kind word, and his under-
standing heart brought a mellow gentle-
ness into these halls which they have
rarely known in all their long history.

It was inevitable that the mantle of
leadership should fall upon his shoulders,
for his abiding patience, his clear coun-
sel, and his unfaltering devotion to jus-
tice gave to him a quality of rare balance
which is seldom found in equal degree in
any man.

The years which he devoted to his
labors here were among the most event-
ful and historic yess this Nation has
ever known. Sharp and crucial issues
were raised and settled upon the floor of
this Chamber during those years—issues
which ofttimes burned deeply into the
very heart of this cherished man.

Yet never, in all those storms of strife
and disagreement, did CHARLES McNARY
rage at the opposition; never did he at-
tempt to browbeat or coerce any mem-
ber of his own party; never did he re-
fuse advice, and never did he falter in
his solemn trust.

We who are brought tcgether here
learn in time to know and evaluate our
colleagues, and I can name no man who
really came to know CHARLES MCNARY
who was not proud to number him
among his friends.

As minority leader, CHARLES McNARY
knew well the strength and weakness of
those who labored with him. But no
matter how bitter the issue may have
bzen, McNary never made light of the
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shortcomings of others. He was the
companion and compatriot of all, the
overseer and tormentor of none.

Life wears best, Mr. President, when it
is smoothed by a friendly spirit. And
how gently, how fully, flowed the life of
this man. The fires of good will which
he kindled in the hearts of men will
linger always as an inspiring and en-
nobling light.

We come here today in deep solemnity,
for the passing of this man lies heavily
on our hearts. His life was, as near as
any mortal life could be, a reflection of
the eternal truth.

It is as Chaplain Harris said in the
Senate a few days ago, “He was a man
who could differ without anger, who
could debate without bitterness, who
could be defeated without rancor, who
could win without exultation.”

And now, after many full and faithful
years of public service, our beloved col-
league, who brought to these Halls the
wisdom and the strength of pure hu-
manity, has been laid to rest in the
homestead of his heart, the rustic,
rugged lands of Oregon, whose people
paid him immortal tribute by five times
selecting him to come to these Halls and
labor in their name.

The name and the achievements of
CuarrEs L. McNary shall be forever
graven on the heart of Oregon and in
the annals of time. But the essential
goodness, the innate gentleness of his
character, will cause men to speak his

name with reverence so long as the honor '

and the history ¢f America endure.

Mr. President, yesterday I sat in the
conference of the minority party where
the temporary officers recommended, and
the full membership concurred, that no
permanent officers be selected by the
minority until the end of the present
year,

This gesture of respect and honor will
live in time as a clear and enduring
tribute to the name of CaarrLEs L.
McNary, for it is such a citation of merit
as could come only to one whose courage,
character, and conduct had brought a
profound respect to his Nation and his
name.

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, words
are inadequate to express my deep sense
of personal loss when CHARLEY McNARY
passed on.

He had been my friend and close asso-
ciate in the Senate for & quarter of a cen=-
tury. For the past 7 years he had been
my seatmate in the Senate. We had
talked together, argued together, voted
together most of the time, worked to-
gether, and played together for the better
part of 25 years. I recall that I played
my last game of golf with him, I think it
was the day before he went to the hos-
pital. And he played a square game of
golf just as he played the game of life.
Looking back over these years in the
Senate, I can recall the Saturday after-
noon golf foursome of the 1920's and
early 1930’s—Charley McNary; Pat Har-
risoh, of Mississippi; Jim Couzens, of
Michigan; and myself. Charley and Pat
and Jim have passed on—good friends
all. I have had the privilege and the
pleasure of knowing and working and
ploying with many well-belaved friends
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in my lifetime. I think that of all those
I have known and loved during my time
in the Senate of the United States, there
was none who held a warmer place in my
affections than CrHARLES L. McNary. I
do not expect to see his like again.

Neither can I put into words my ap-
preciation of the loss to my country in
the passing of one of the ablest, one of
the broadest-minded, and one of the
statesmen with the greatest vision, of his
day and generation. -

I lost a beloved friend, the Nation lost
a valued leader, when our colleague was
called from his labors here to what I feel
1s his reward in the unknown world that
lies beyond.

CHARLEY McNary had already made a
place for himself in the Senate when I
was sworn in, only a few days short of a
quarter of a century ago. In the years
that followed, we served together on the
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry,
Senator McNary as chairman of that
committee, and later as ranking minority
member,

During nearly all that quarter of a cen-
tury we were closely associated as col-
leagues, as members of the so-called
farm bloc, and as intimate friends, I
have never known him to hold an un-
worthy thought, say an unkind word, nor
lend his support or cast his vote for a
measure which he did not believe was
for the best interest of his State and his
country.

I have never known a more devoted
champion of the farmer in the Congress.
But he never proposed special favors for
agriculture at the expense of the national
welfare. He was not a factional leader;
he was a statesman who had a proper
measure of the place the farmer holds,
and must maintain, in a balanced econ-
omy that is necessary if the dream the
forefathers had of a representative de-
macracy, & real republican form of gov-
ernment, is to become and remain a
reality.

CHARLES L. McNarY was a Republican
in politics. But he was not a hide-bound
partisan. His republicanism was a na-
tional republicanism, not merely a loy-
alty to a party name. When an imme-
diate partisan advantage in politics, in or
out of the Senate, clashed with the na-
tional welfare, it seemed to me he sub-
merged his republicanism in the interest
of the Nation, This was true of CHARLEY
McNary as chairman of the Comimittee
on Agriculture, as a member of the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, as a member of
the Senate, and as Republican floor
leader of the Senate.

I think CrARLES L. McNaArRY was 2 lib-
eral in the true sense of the term. He
believed in the cooperation of individuals
and of political parties to promote the
general welfare, But his liberalism did
not cause him to denounce and impugn
the motives of those who disagreed with
him; neither was it the loose-thinking,
so-called liberalism, that precludes one
from reaching a decision and bringing
others to agree on it. And always he was
a gentleman in the true sense of that
word.

The honors that were bestowed upon
him were not gifts from his colleagues
nor from the party leaders who nomi-
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nated him for the Vice Presidency in
1940. They were earned, and to his party
and his people and the Nation he gave a
leadership that was wise, beneficent,
and, I believe, effective.

He served his people and his State and
his Nation well and ably. The number
of his friends was limited only by the
number of us who knew him personaily
and were acquainted with his works., We.
shall not soon see his like again.

I join today with the other Members
of the Senate in mourning the passing of
an esteemed and beloved friend, an able
and distinguished colleague, and a na-
tional leader in the truest sense of the
term. May his reward in the beyond be
commensurate with his labors and his
kindnesses in this world.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr, President, I
have not prepared a suitable address, but
I am not content to permit this occasion
to pass without some manifestation of
my very high esteem for the great and
good man whose memory we are com-
memorating at this time. I was unusu-
ally fond of CHARLEY MCNARY, and I have
good reasons to believe he liked me, Mu=-
tual esteem, of course, is essential to true
friendship.

When I entered the Senate in 1931 I
was assigned to the Committee on Agri-
culture and Forestry. Senator McNary
at that time was chairman of that com-
mittee. From that time until his death
we served together on that committee.
He made a wonderful chairman of the
committee. He was at all times fair and
just and enjoyed the confidence and re-
spect of each member of the commitiee
regardless of political affiliations.

We never had much political party
alinement in that committee; we do not
have it now, and I sincerely believe that
much of that spirit of helpful coopera-
tion which has characterized the com-
mittee is due to the philosophy and to
the actions of CEARLEY McNarRY. He held
the committee together, and his infiu-
ence with the members of the committee
was as great after he yielded the chair-
manship to the Senator from South
Carolina [Mr. Smrte] as it was before.

We all know that Senator McNary's
heart was with the farmers of this coun-
try. He realized that they had not had
justice in our economic structure. He
did not render merely lip service; he did
not come to the floor of the Senate and
proclaim from time to time that he was
a friend of the farmer, but he worked
for their welfare. He was a constructive
statesman who devoted much of his ef-
forts and talents and energy to the
cause and to the betterment of rural life.

My friend the Senator from Tennessee
[Mr. McEEerrar] has pointed out, prob-
ably better than I can do, much of the
personal characteristics of CHARLEY
McNarY. Anyone who knew him inti-
mately over a period of years, as many
of us did know him, could not fail to be
impressed with the fact that Ss=nator
McNary at all times was a gentleman,
truly a gentleman, courteous, kindly,
and gentle in his relations with everyone.

This center aisle divides physically
the Members of the Senate according
to political party affiliations. Senator
McNary, of course, took his place upon
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the side occupied by his political party.
Time gradually developed his proper
place in the Senate, and after the test
of a long period of years, many of them
through the most trying periods of our
history, finally, as a result of his col-
leagues’ acquaintanceship and friend-
ship and knowledge of the man, he was
promoted to the highest place of con-
fidence and power at the disposal of
his political party, notwithstanding the
fact, as has been pointed out, that he
was never an objectionable political
partisan. .

He loved his country. He loved to
render service to his fellow man, and he
never stopped to. consider whether one
was a Democrat or a Republican in his
personal relations, not only with his
acquaintances, but with his fellow men
in general.

Senator McNary has been well charac-
terized here, and I shall not detain the
Senate long. He was a familiar. figure
in the Senate. He was regular in his
attendance. He had strict ideas about
the performance of his duties and his
responsibilities both as a Senator and
as a party leader.

Senator McNary and I for a number
of years had arranged to be paired when
either of us found it necessary to be
absent from the Senate in the perform-
ance of his duties. We rarely renewed
that pair, because we had an under-
standing that we would take care of each
other when either was absent. I had
his confidence that I would do that, and
I did it, and he had mine that he would
protect me. That is the sort of relation
that prevailed between CHARLIE McNary
and a number of southern Senators.

Not long before he left Washington,
in talking about our pair relations, he
said, “I am not sure we have an effective
pair, because we vote the same way
about 90 percent of the time.” That
shows the broad-mindedness of the man.
Many of the questions coming before the
Senate for vote have properly no political
complexion, and the parties as such
should not be divided on them.

Senator McNary, because of his kindly
attributes, because of the big, broad-
minded qualities of the man, because of
his generous, sympathetic heart, will be
missed by the Members of the Senate
on both sides of the aisle as will very
few men who have served as Senators.
I know that I shall miss him, and I regret
his passing almost as much as though he
had been a blood relative of mine,

Mr. RUSSELL, Mr. President, I
would not be true to my appreciation
of one of the finest and sweetest associa-
tions of my life did I not add my humble
tribute to the beautiful sentiments ex-
pressed here today on the life and serv-
ices of our lamented colleague, Senator
CHARLES L. McNaRY.

Though one of the truly great leaders
of his day and generation, Senator
McNary was withal a modest gentleman
of the old school. Not one act of his
during 27 years of service in the Senate
of the United States was ever designed
to catch a newspaper headline or to
attract public attention to himself.

When basic principles were involved he
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was utterly indifferent to public ap-
plause. In my 23 years of political life
I have met thousands of public men. I
have never known a man who had a
higher conception of the true ethics of
public service than CHARLES MCNARY.
There is much to extol in his public
record and private life, but I do not think
that under any circumstances he would
care for fulsome praise.

For years he was the leader of his
party in this body. He was a loyal party
man, but he had only contempt for that
kind of partisanship, on either side of
the aisle, which blinds men to their
higher obligation to the public interest.

He was a hard and tenacious fighter,
but whether he won or lost he felt no
bitterness or rancor toward those who
differed with him. His was a kindly
heart and he loved his friends.

If my colleagues will pardon a personal
“allusion, I became a Member of the Sen-
_ ate a couple of months before the change

in administration in 1933. For some
years Senator McNary had handled the
agricultural appropriation bill. When
the politieal tide turned and the Demo-
cratic Party came to power, it fell my lot
to take over this duty. I was a new
Senator, without experience in handling
such complicated measures as appro-
priation bills, Though he was a member
of a different political party, I went to
Senator McNary before opening hear-
ings on the bill to seek the benefit of his
advice and counsel. He could not have
been kindlier or more cooperative had
I been not only a member of his party
but an intimate friend or relative,

For 10 years I leaned heavily upon
him, and he gave freely of his great
ability and rich experience in solving
the many unusual and complex problems
which have been before the Subcom-
mittee on Agricultural Appropriations
during the past decade. I shall miss
him in my work here in the Senate as
much as any other Member of this body,
or more.

Senator McNary was a lawyer. He
was at one time dean of a law school.
He had served as a justice of the supreme
court of his native State. Nothing bet-
ter exemplifies the great heart of this
man than that he should interest him-
self primarily in assisting the farmers
of this Nation in their unequal struggle
for economic equality, He was in-
terested in the welfare of the farmer
without regard to section or party affilia-
tion, In his passing the farmers of this
Nation have lost one of their best and
most powerful friends. He will be as
sorely missed and as sincerely mourned
in the farm homes of Georgia and the
South as he will be among those who
till the soil of his own beautiful Willam-
ette Valley in the great Northwest,

Mr. President, I cannot express any
hope for the future more calculated to
promote the welfare and progress of the
people of the United States and the
preservation of our cherished institu-
tions than that providence may vouch-
safe that more men possessed of the
ideals and vision of CHARLES L. McNARY
may find their way to service in the
Congress of the United States.
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Mr. BONE. Mr, President, during my
nearly 12 years of service in the United
States Senate it was my pleasure and
privilege intimately to know the late
Senator McNary, who so ably represented
the great State of Oregon in this Cham-
ber, During all these years his office
adjoined mine in the Senate Office Build-
ing, and not only were we office neigh-
bors but the very nature of the problems
of the Northwest country we represented
made it both necessary and desirable that
we should frequently confer, because the
interests of our two States were similar
in many fields of human activity.

My long and close association with
Senator McNARY made me realize his
worth as a statesman and an effective
public servant. He was a genial and
kindly man, and he never permitted the
unending pressure of work confronting
him to make him impatient with those
who sought his counsel and advice. He
was possessed of an unusually fine mind
and an unerring sense of values,

During all the years he served as the
leader of his party in the United States
Senate I have never heard a word of erit-
icism of his capacity for leadership, but,
on the contrary, he was universally re-
garded as not only exceedingly capable,
but also as one who guided his party
brethren with unerring skill and with
great diplomacy. To this may also be
added the just tribute that in his leader-
ship he brought to his task the highest
sense of personal honor. In his death
the State of Oregon lost a stalwart friend
and a brilliant and intelligent spokes-
man, and the United States Senate one
of its most beloved Members. I know
that every Member of the Senate will join
me in saying that his passing brought
sincere sorrow to all of us and a great
loss to the Nation which he served so
many years.

My own life was enriched because I
had known him as a friend, and as I
utter these words I am deeply conscious
of the personal loss I have sustained.
The words that any of us utter here to-
day are but a feeble tribute to a great
man who possessed a fine and gentle
soul.

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, I wish
to say a brief word of farewell to a
friend and great leader whose character
is glorified by the record of his deeds,
of his sentiments, and of the very tender
relationship which existed between him
and all his colleagues in this great de-
liberative body.

First of all, I want to record my grati-
tude to him for the opportunity which
was afforded me from time to time
through many years to serve my coun-
try and my political party by virtue of his
appointment, The relationship created
by that appointment and my service in
it was unique. I have been an advocate
of causes almost all my life, for I began
to practice law in my father’s name be-
fore I was admitted to the bar, and I
am accustomed to finding my fellow
man tolerant, considerate, and able to
get along with me in spite of the fact
that he and I may represent opposing
views on a controversial subject. DBut,
Mr. President, I never in my life met
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such a character as CrarLES McNary for
poise, equanimity, breadth of vision, ju-
dicial temperament, and utter willing-
ness that I, though acting as his assist-
ant, should hold views upon controver-
sial subjects which were diametrically
opposed to his. That relationship was
one of the. most beautiful things in my
experience here of 13 years, I thank him
for it, and I shall always appreciate it
as one of the sustaining memories of
our service in this great body.

That was a quality which enabled him
to hold together a group of men who
differed upon vital questions that were
made prominent by the fact that we were
either approaching war or that we were
indeed in war. No man here has sought
to escape responsibility in this terrible
situation created by the war, and no man
here has been able to escape some of
the wear and tear caused by the stresses
of the war. I regret to say that I believe
that perhaps our friend might have been
able to live longer and continue to con-
tribute his marvelous services to his
country had it not been for the great
pressures which were brought upon him
by the circumstances that grew out of
the war,

Our mourning for him is filled with
praise, and if we can by what we say
erect a memorial to his honor, we do it
here and now.

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President,
I am aware of the fact that no words of
mine would avail to add anything to the
splendid tributes which have been paid
Senator McNary. At the same time I
feel that in honor to his virtues and in
honor to his great services it would be
proper for me to call the attention of the
Senate to one service which Senator Mc-
Nary rendered for which he will always
be held in high regard. He and I served
for many years as vice chairmen of the
Thomas Jefferson Memorial Commission,
In the erection of the memorial to Jef-
ferson it was the aim of Senator McNArY
that while it should honor Jefferson it
should also be a memorial to the Ameri-
can people. Senator McNary strove and
worked to cause the memorial to reflect
the ideals which have always been Amer-
{ca’s, so that posterity might understand
them, and so that the memorial, which
represents America at its best, may be a
shining beacon for the whole world to
see and to honor.

When it came to constructing the
statue, Senator McNary was interested
in seeing that Jefferson the citizen should
be honored. So the statue represents
the great American after his retirement
from public life, but when he was still
serving his country in an advisory ca-
pacity, giving of his wisdom and his ex-
perience, and passing his ideals on to
his fellow men.

. Mr, President, mankind needs men
who can stand alone, and in CHARLES Mc-
Nary we saw such a man. Representing
as he did the best of American ideals, he
always appeared in our presence as one
who could stand alone and he received
the honor that was due him because he
could and did stand alone,

Mr, BURTON, Mr. President, as one
of the junior Members of the Senate, I
wish to pay a personal tribute to the
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leadership of Senator McNary, and to
express appreciation of the helpfulness
which Senator McNary uniformly dis-
played toward me and toward all others
who have come to the Senate in recent
years. During the 3 years I have been
a Member of the Senate, he gave me ad-
vice and guidance which have been in=
valuable. More than that, he demon-
strated to me what a Senator can do for
his Nation through his service in the Sen-
ate. He earned, deserved, and enjoyed
the confidence of the Senate and of the
Nation, and he served in the Senate in
a manner which enabled him to become
a recognized leader in the Nation in the
field he had chosen for his special service.

I had occasion recently to look up the
nature of his committee service in the
Senate. It is impressive in its lesson,
During 14 consecutive Congresses he
served as a member of the Committee on
Irrigation and Reclamation, and during
4 of those Congresses he served as its
chairman. During 13 consecutive Con-
gresses he served as a member of the
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry,
and during three and a fraction of those
Congresses he served as its chairman.
His chairmanship of that committee
came to an end only when the majority
of the Senate changed. From that time
on, for 6 Congresses, he served as minor-
ity leader in the Senate. In addition, he
served for 13 consecutive Congresses as
a member of the Committee on Com-
merce.

By means of that continuity of service
during practically a full generation he
became an authority in the field of ag-
riculture and its related fields in a man-
ner which enabled him to render to
this Nation a distinguished service. He
thereby added to the confidence which
the Nation feels and, I believe, which it
has a right to feel in the Senate.

Also illustrative of the contribution
which a man of that kind renders
through his service to the Senate, I may
add that he served as a member of
the Committee on Expenditures in the

Department of Commerce, the Commit-

tee on Fisheries, the Committee on In-
dian Affairs, the Committee to Investi-
gate Unemployment and Relief, the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, the Committee
on the Library, the Committee on Manu-
factures, the Committee on Mines and
Mining, the Committee on Pacific Rail-
roads, the Committee on the Philippines,
the Committee on Public Health and Na-
tional Quarantine, the Commiftee on
Public Lands, the Committee on Public
Lands and Surveys, the Committee on
Territories and Insular Affairs, the Select
Committee on Government Organization,
the Special Committee to Investigate Ex-
ecutive Agencies of Government, the
Special Committee on Wildlife Re-
sources, the Special Committee on the
Survey of Land and Water Policies of the
United States, the Special Silver Com-
mittee, the Special Committee to Inves-
tigate Agricultural Labor Shortages, and
the Special Committee on Post-War Eco-
nomic Policy and Planning.

Senator McNaryY was a symbol of in-
tegrity, fairness, kindness, modesty, tact,
and friendship. He was a competent
and intelligent public servant. He
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honored the Senate by his service in it.
He honored the Nation by his service
to it.

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, the
announcement of the death of CHARLES
L. McNary came on that fateful Friday
as a surprise and a shock to his col-
leagues in the Senate and to the people
of the United States. We knew of his
serious illness, but recent reports reach-
ing us had led us to the fond hope that
he was well on the road to recovery
and would soon be filling again the seat
which for many years he had occupied
with so much honor to himself and
credit to the party whose chosen leader
he was upon this floor, .

I was among countless others who
looked upon CHARLEY McNARY as a true
and sympathetic friend. When first I
came to the Senate, in 1933, I was, just
as the junior Senator from Ohio [Mr.
BurToN] has today stated as his own
experience, the recipient of his courfesy,
his kindnes, and his sympathetic counsel.
I have more than once had occasion to
appreciate the wise advice he gave me
shortly after I entered this body.
Speaking from a long legislative and
public experience, his admonition was, in
summary, that he who uses persuasion,
rather than criticism, and who deals
kindly, rather than harshly, with his
colleagues will accomplish more and
travel longer and farther than those who
employ denunciation and abuse as their
weapons.

To use the words of the tribute Ham-
let paid to Horatio, I may say of CHARLEY
McNary that he was “e’en as just a man
as e’er my conversation cop’d withal.”

CHARLEY McNARY was g living exempli-
fication of his own philosophy of life,
He was firm but gentle, and mellowed
his sternest opposition with a sweetness
and kindness that left behind no sting,
but only respect and esteem.

He readily distinguished between the
good and the bad, and adhered to what
was good, regardless of party or factional
politics. He always placed his country
above party, and his death marks the
passing of a truly great American,

Mr. LANGER, Mr. President, in the
death of CuHARLES McNArRY the common
people lost a true friend, a farsighted
leader, and a relentless, untiring battler
for agriculture. In his search for farm-
ing facts he visited the State of North
Dakota 12 times.

The greatest tribute ever paid to him
was his almost frantic selection as the
Vice Presidential candidate. He was
selected because those in control realized
the tremendous hold he had on the minds
and affections of the agricultural and
laboring masses, He was not only abso-
lutely honest but he was entirely fearless,
Exceptionally well informed on economic
and political matters, he gave the Re-
publican Party a leadership which is
greatly missed now, and will continue to
be missed for a long time to come.

This Nation’s leaders will be sorely
pressed in trying to find leadership that
will come anywhere near having the love,
esteem, and confildence of the common
people enjoyed by Senator McNary for
80 long.
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Experienced in statesmanship, entirely
devoid of demagoguery, diplomatic and
tactful, but realistic, in his approach,
this great American citizen has left a
record which will be an inspiration to
the youth of America, and a career which
every father will be proud to have his
50n copy.

Mr. President, this Christian gentle-
man was my reliable friend and coun-
selor, and I mourn with the common peo-
ple of this great country at our great
loss of this heart-stirring, lovable char-
acter.

Mr. GURNEY. Mr. President, I am
one of the newest Members of the Sen-
ate. Nevertheless, I join with all those
who by their statements today have
shown their great respect for CHARLEY
McNary. It was not necessary for one
to know CrHARLEY for a long time. His
great qualities of friendliness, human
kindness, and leadership made one feel
instantly his great understanding and
willingness to be helpful at all times.
I valued his friendship and his always
good counsel.

CHARLEY McNary was a great friend
of my father, who also has gone to the
Great Beyond. I know this because I
have been aware of their exchange of
ideas for the past 20 years. Each of
them understood the problems of those
who till the soil, and each was always
working for the benefit of the agricul-
turists and horticulturists. From South
Dakota, since the untimely death of our
leader, have come many letters of regret
at the passing of this great and good
man. Therefore, I know that all the
people of my State join in the expression
of sympathy to his family and share the
feeling of great loss in his passing, as
set forth in the resolution which I now
present for the REcorp at this point:

Whereas the end of earthly life has come
to the Honorable CHARLES McNARY, who has
been the gulding hand of the Republican
Party in the United States Senate: Be it

Resolved by the Beadle County, 5. Dak.,
Republican Commitiee, That an expression
of appreciation for his splendid party service
be hereby made, as well as appreciation for
his outstanding life as a successful American
and Christian gentleman; be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be
forwarded to the South Dakota Members of
the United States Senate, with the request
that they inform the family of Senator Mc-
Nary regarding this expression of appre-
ciation.

Mr. TOBEY. Mr. President, I wish to
add my word of tribute to the memory of
one whom we have loved long since and
lost awhile—our friend CHARLEY McNARY.

Coming here as a new Senator, as I did
6 years ago, and having offices adjacent
to his, it was often my privilege to con-
sult with him on matters of legislation
and procedure. I never knew a wiser
counselor, and I never had a better
friend.

Two outstanding  characteristics
marked the man’s life and influenced the
lives of his fellows—graciousness and
kindness., They were outstanding attri-
butes of the man. Those attributes, cou-
pled with a rare judgment of men and
issues, and a fine toleration for the other
fellow's point of view, will live in mem-
ory down through the years.
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Today I listened to ALBEN BARKLEY
speak of the imminent approach to death
and a man’s viewpoint as the years pass
by. As I grow older, it is not the tran-
sition of -death which bothers me when
those I have loved pass on, but rather it
is the finality of the thing—the fact that
never again in this world shall I lcok
upon the face of mother, or friend, or
loved one. So, when troubled by that
thought, as I have been many times and
very recently, there come to my mind
words which I learned years ago, written
by an anonymous author, which I leave
with you:

A good man never dies;

In worthy deeds and prayer,

In helpful hands and honest eyes,

If smiles and tears be there;

‘Who lives for you and me

Lives for the world he tries to help;
He lives eternally.

A good man never dies.

CHARLEY McNarY was a good man in
every sense of the word. So in a time
of tragic sorrow, as we sit today in this
Chamber, where he was wont to  sit
amongst us as our friend, counselor, and
leader, it is not enough to go to earthly
things for our comfort, but we turn to
the eternal verities. So Isound a trium-
phant note that has blessed my life in
times of sorrow, uttered by a great Chris-
tian 2,000 years ago, St. Paul, in his
epistle to the Romans:

For- 1 am persuaded that neither death,
nor life, nor angels, nor principalities, nor
powers, nor things present, nor things to
come, nor height, nor depth, nor any other
creature, shall be able to separate us from
the love of God which is in Christ Jesus our
Lord.

So may we comfort one another with
these words.

Mr. DANAHER subsequently saild: »ir.
President, when word of the passing of
our late colleague, Senator CHARLES L.
McNary, reached the Senate, the opening
prayer was delivered by our Chaplain,
the Reverend Frederick Brown Harris.
While the prayer itself appears in the
REecorp, there was comment on it in a

column which appeared in the Atlantic

(Iowa) News-Telegram of March 7, writ~
ten by E. P. Chase. If is so deserving
of perpetuation that I ask unanimous
consent that it be printed in the body
of the Recorp following this morning’s
eulogistic ceremonies.

There being no objection, the matter
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

WITH E. P. CHASE AT THE NATION'S CAPITAL

WasHINGTON, D. C.—More often than not
the opening prayers in both the House and
Senate are routine affairs and very few, if
any of the Members know what is said. On
occasion, however, the chiaplains rise to con-
eiderable heights. That was true one day last
week in the Senate when the Reverend Fred-
erick Brown Harris, chaplain of that body,
was most eloquent in his opening prayer.
Senator CHARLEY McNARY, of Oregon, had just
died and with simple dignity and most fitting
words the chaplain arose to the occasion.

“Our Father God,” he intoned, “we come
with the solemn consciousness that swift to
its close ebbs out life's little day, as once
again in the passing of an honored Member

of this body we bow before the mystery of
death.”
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Then he continued on to his eulogy of a
fellow Member all Senators had loved and
respected. "The one clear call,” said the
chaplain, “has taken from us Thy faithful
servant and our beloved friend with whom we
took sweet counsel and whose tolerant out-
look often turned the discords of dispute into
the music of understanding, But the sorrow
of our hearts pleads with us to bless Thee for
the close tles which have been severed, for
the sanctified wisdom and the pure human-
ity which made this radiant personality as
the candle of the Lord.

“We remember with gratitude that for him
party loyalty was ever but an altar of devo-
tion in the greater temple of his undefiled
patriotism. We remember today with joy his
long and fruitful years as a public servant,
his patient courage, his gentle courtesy, his
constant consecration to his great trust. We
remember gratefully now one who held his
convictions firmly without questioning the
slneerity of others whose quest of truth led
them along other paths. We think of him
today as one who could differ without anger,
who could debate without bitterness, who
could be defeated without rancor, who could
win without exultation. 3

“So, one by one, Thou dost gather the scat-
tered familles out of the earthly light to the
heavenly glory, from the distractions and
strife and weariness of time to the peace of
eternity. Vouchsafe unto his loved ones Thy
tenderest mercies and the consolations of Thy
sustaining grace. In Thy great mercy bring
us all at last to the homeland of Thine eter-
nal love. In the name of That One who hath
brought light and immortality to life.”

A great many fine things have been de-
servedly written and said about the late Sen-
ator McNary, but I question that any en-
comium more beautiful will be pronounced
for this very good man.

With his simple, yet eloquent, words this
Senate chaplain unerringly cataloged the
character of McNary, enumerating the many
qualities which endeared him to his fellows.
And I was intrigued by that statement that
“we come with the solemn consciousness that
swift to its close ebbs out life’'s little day."”
That has all the rippling grandeur of the
Elegy and the Essay on Man.

In the hurly-burly of legislative turmoil
sometimes really big moments are often over-
looked. To my notion this chaplain’s tribute
to a fine Senator and a good man was unfor-
gettable.

Mr, CORDON. Mr. President, I know
that the people of Oregon in.their sor-
row are grateful for the eloquent and
heartfelt tributes here paid to the mem-
ory of their most beloved and distin-
guished citizen. They are comforted
in the knowledge that their loss and
their grief are shared.

Mr. President, I have come into mem-
bership in this body with a heavy heart,
for I know that death, which came first
and opened the door, took so much and
I can bring so little. I am heartened
when I remember that there is before
me—set by him who was your colleague,
your friend and mine—a record of friend-
ship and service and pure patriotism to-
ward which it is a privilege for any man
to aspire; and this is true though I real-
ize that my feet may stumble where his
Were sure.

In my short time here many Members
of both Houses have come to me to ex-
press their sense of personal loss in the
passing of my distinguished predecessor,
and each has spoken of some intimate
personal memory, sacred to him alone;
but they have been one in this regard,
that all have spoken—and there was
wonderment in their voices that it was
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so—all have spoken of a great capacity
for understanding and tolerance of men,
men in their strength and their weak-
ness, that was given CHARLES McNary in
80 generous measure. They said it was
an affirmative thing that flowed out from
the man to quiet and subdue and to beget
love.

I have faith that in the ominous days
ahead, when we of this body, striving to
fulfill to the utniost our duty as we sev-
erally see it, shall find ourselves with
convictions opposed, with wills that clash
and hot words that seek utterance, the
memory of CHARLES MCNARY may come
and abide in this Chamber, to chasten
and soften and again point the way.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate the following letters, which were
referred as indicated:

Danmace Crarvs, WAR DEPARTMENT (8. Doc. No.
- 167)

A communication from the President of the
United States, transmitting, pursuant to law,
an estimate of appropriation submitted by the
War Department to pay claims for damages to
or loss or destruction of property or personal
injury or death, amounting to $75,286.98
(with accompanying papers); to the Commit-
tee on Appropriations and ordered to be
printed.

JUDGMENTS RENDERED AGAINST THE GOVERN-
MENT BY District Courts (S. Doc. No.
168)

A communication from the President of the
United States, transmitting, pursuant to law,
records of judgments rendered against the
Government by district courts, amounting to
$3,625 (with accompanying papers); to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to
be printed.

DAMAGE Cramvs, Navy DEPARTMENT (S. Doc.
No. 169)

A communication from the President of the
United States, transmitting, pursuant to law,
an estimate of appropriation submitted by
the Navy Department to pay claims for dam-
ages incident to the operation of vessels in
the Navy, amounting to $5,994.03 (with ac-
companying papers); to the Committee on
Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

DAMAGE CLAIMS, Co»;s'?r )va (S. Doc. No.
0

A communication from the President of the
United States, transmitting, pursuant to law,
an estimate of appropriation submitted by
the Navy Department to pay a claim for dam-
ages incident to the operation of vessels of
the United States Coast Guard, amounting to
$500 (with accomipanying papers); to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to
be printed,.
ProPERTY DAmAGE Cramus (8. Doc. No. 171)

A communication from the President of the
United States, transmitting, pursuant to law,
estimates of appropriations to pay claims for
damages to privately owned property,
amounting to 86,756 (with accompanying
papers); to the Committee on Appropriations
and ordered to be printed.

Cratm ForR DamMaGE To Roaps anp HIGHWAYS
oF Brates (8. Doc, No. 172)

A communieation from the President of
the United States, transmitting, pursuant to
law, an estimate of appropriation submitted
by the Public Roads Administration to pay
a claim for damage to roads and highways
of States, amounting to $4,093.62 (with ac-
companying papers); to the Committee on
Appropriations and ordered to be printed.
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CrLATMS ALLOWED BY GGENERAL ACCOUNTING
Orrice (5. Doc. No. 173)

A communication from the President of
the United States, transmitting, pursuant to
law, estimates of appropriation to cover
claims allowed by the General Accounting
Office, amounting to $362,387.16 (with ac-
companying papers); to the Committee on
Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

JUDGMENTS RENDERED BY THE COURT OF

Cramas (8. Doc. No. 174)

A communication from the President of
the United States, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a schedule of judgments rendered by the
Court of Claims, amounting to $9,397.37 (with
accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Appropriations and ordered to be printed.
SUPPLEMENTAL ESTIMATE, DISTRICT OF CoOLUM-

BEIA (8. Doc. No. 175)

A communication from the President of the
United States, transmitting, pursuant to law,
a supplemental estimate of appropriation for
the District of Columbia, fiscal year 1944,
amounting to 86,000 (with an accompany-
ing paper); to the Committee on Appropria-
tions and ordered to be printed.
LEGISLATION BY A MuNICIPAL COUNCIL OF THE

VircIN ISLANDS

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the
Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, cop-
ies of legislation passed by the Municipal
Council of St. Thomas and St. Jchn, V. I. (with
accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Territories and Insular Affairs.

REPORT OF FARM* CREDIT ADMINISTRATION

A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture,
transmitting, pursuant to law, an interim
report of the operations of the Farm Credit
Administration during the calendar year 1943
(with an accompanying report); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry.
PERSONNEL REQUIREMENTS OF A COMMISSION

A letter from the Assistant Secretary-
Treasurer of the American Commission for
the Protectlon and Salvage of Artistic and
Historic Monuments in Europe, transmitting,
pursuant to law, an estimate of personnel
requirements for that Commission for the
quarter ending June 30, 1944 (with an ac-
companying paper); to the Committee on
Civil Service,

DisposITION OF EXECUTIVE PAPERS

A letter from the Archivist of the United
Btates, transmitting, pursuant to law, a list
of papers and documents on the files of the
Departments of the Treasury, Navy (4), In-
terior, and Agriculture (3), and the National
Archives which are not needed in the con-
duct of business and have no permanent
value or historical interest, and requesting
action looking to their disposition (with ac-
companying papers); to a Joint Select Com-
mittee on the Disposition of Papers in the
Executive Departments.

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr,
BarkLEy and Mr. BREWSTER members of
the committee on the part of the Senate.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Petitions, ete., were laid before the
Senate, or presented, and referred as
indicated:

By the VICE PRESIDENT:

A resolution of the Metropolitan Couneil
of Exchange Clubs, Detroit, Mich., protest-
ing against the enactment of the bill (H. R.
8420) to amend the Civil Aeronautics Act
of 1938, as amended, and for other purposes,
or any other legislation affecting aviation
until at least 6 months after the termina-
tion of the present war; to the Committee
on Commerce.

A letter from Raymond F. Wade, SK 3/c,
United States Navy, Port Hueneme, Calif.,
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relating to the matter of dependents’ allow«
ances to motherless children; to the Com-
mittee on Military Afiairs.

By Mr. TYDINGS:

A letter in the nature of a petition from
Albert L. Sklar, of Baltimore, Md., praying
for the adoption of the resolution (S. Res.
247) favoring action by the United States
looking to the restoration of Palestine as
a homeland for the Jewish people; to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

By Mr. VANDENBERG:

A concurrent resolution of the Legislature

of Michigan; to the Committee on Finance:

“House Concurrent Resolution 6

“Concurrent resclution memorializing the
Congress of the United States to enact leg-
islation simplifying income tax return
blanks
“Whereas the income tax return blanks now

required to be filled out by the public are

not only complicated and difficult to under-
stand, but almost impossible for the people
to file without the assistance of experts; and

“Whereas taxation, although a proper bur-
den on the public and one the public is will-
ing to bear, should be so imposed that the
taxg;ayer understands the tax he is paying;
an

“Whereas no confusion should exist with
respect to the filling out of income tax re-
turns, in order that the public may under=
stand the tax being pald, and the Govern=
ment may receive needed revenues: Now,
therefore, be it

“Resolved by the house of representatives
(the senate concurring), That the members
of the Michigan Legislature earnestly urge
the Congress of the United States to enact
legislation simplifying income tax return
blanks so that the public may understand
the tax being paid and may be able to com=-
ply with the requirements incident to the
preparation of the return; and be it further

“Resolved, That copies of this resolution be
transmitted to the President of the United
States, to the Presldent of the Senate and
Speaker of the House of Representatives in
Congress; and to the Michigan Members in
the Senate and House of Representatives of
Congress.”

RESOLUTIONS BY HOUSE OF REPRE-
SENTATIVES OF WASHINGTON

Mr. BONE. Mr. President, recently
the House of Representatives of the
State of Washington adopted two resolu-
tions. They were sent to me and I
should like to have them printed in the
Recorp and appropriately referred and I
ask unanimous consent that such pro-
cedure be followed.

One of the resolutions asks Congress to
reduce the voting age of young men to
18 years of age. The other resolution is
a request to Congress for assistance in the
creation of a four-lane Pacific highway
from Seattle to Vancouver, Wash., the
purpose being to seek Federal funds.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, the resolutions will be received,
appropriately referred, and under the
rule, printed in the REcorp.

To the Committee on the Judiciary:

Whereas Senator Harvey Emcore has in-
troduced into the United States Senate S. Res.
89, calling for the submission by the Con-
gress of the United States to the various
State legislatures of a constitutional amend-

ment providing for lowering the voting age
to 18; and

Whereas of the 7,000,000 young men and
women in our country between 18 and 21,
nearly 3,000,000 of them are in the armed
forees, and of the other 4,000,000 the majority



1944

are working In the war plants of our Nation,
buying bonds, paylng income tax, and in
many other ways assuming the full responsi=
bility of adulthood; and

Whereas passage of such a constitutional
amendment will demonstrate to these 18-
year-olds in the Army the recognition by
their country that if they are “old enough to
fight they are old encugh to vote,” and will
contribute directly to building their morale
and devotion to and interest in American
democracy, and the same will apply to the
18-year-olds in war plants and other jobs;
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representas
tives go on record calling upon the House
and Senate of the United States Congress to
pass S. Res. 89, and submit to the various
State legislatures the lowering of voting age
to 18 as a constitutional amendment.

To the Committee on Post Offices and

Post Reads:

Be it resolved by the House of Répresentatives
of the State of Washington in ertraordi-
nary legislative session assembled:
Whereas the completion of the four-lane

Pacific Highway from Seattle to Vancouver,

Wash., is of paramount importance to the suc-

cessful prosecution of the war insofar as it

serves as the major transportation route in the

Northwest; and
Whereas Members of the United States Con-

gress from the State of Washington are urg-

ing the project’s completion; and
Whereas the War Department and the War

Production Board must certify the project as

esszntial before Federal funds for use on the

project are allocated; and
Whereas the Department of Highways of the

State of Washington and the Washington

State Good Roads Association are using all

possible influence to secure the allocation of

sald Federal funds and the certification of the
project’s essentiality: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the House of Representatives
of the State of Washington in legislative ses-
slon assembled go on record as urging all pos-
sible support be given the department of high-
ways toward the securing of project certifica-
tion and an allocation of Federal funds; and
be it further

Resolved, That the chief clerk of the house
of representatives be directed to transmit to
the Department of Highways of the State of

Washington, the Washington State congres-

sional delegation, and the War Production

Board a copy of the foregoing resolution.

PALESTINE, THE JEWISH HOMELAND—
RESOLUTION FROM LEGISLATURE OF
WASHINGTON

Mr. BONE. Another resolution from
the Washington State Legislature came
to me which was in the form of a me-
morial to the Congress to reaffirm its
position that Palestine should be opened
as the Jewish homeland, but I note that
one of my colleagues in the House of
Representatives, Representative Macnu-
sow, has caused this resolution previ-
ously to be inserted in the Recorp, and,
therefore, I merely make reference to it
now.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following reports of committees

were submitted:
By Mr. McCARRAN:

From the Committee on the Judiciary:

H.R.3847. A bill to exempt certain officers
and employees of the Office of Price Admin-
istration from certain provisions of the Crim-
inal Code and Revised Statutes; without
amendment (Rept. No. 7563).

From the Committee on the District of
Columblia:
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H.R.2618. A bill to regulate the placing of
children in family homes, and for other pur-
poses; with amendments (Rept. No, 754).

REPORT OF SPECIAL COMMITTEE TO
STUDY AND SURVEY PROBELEMS OF
SMALL BUSINESS ENTERPRISES

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, a few
years ago the Congress was deluged with
protests from businessmen of the coun-
try asserting that they were being vir=-
tually smothered by a flood of demands
from Government agencies for reports,
inventories, and questionnaires on nearly
every conceivable subject relating to
their business activities, or remotely con-
nected therewith. Small concerns with
meager bookkeeping facilities were being
asked to render complicated reports re-
lating to their business operations.
They were required to give the most de-
tailed explanations consuming much of
their time and attention. These de-
mands were frequently unnecessary and
created such a burden on small business
that they appealed to the Congress for
relief.

In response to this public clamor, the
Senate Special Committee on Small Bus-
iness Problems entered into a study of the
situation and reported a bill to the Sen-
ate known as the Federal Reports Act,
which was enacted into law approxi-
mately 18 months ago—Public Law 831.

This legislation was designed to put an
end to demands for unnecessary reports
and questionnaires, and provide a system
by which the various Government agen-
cies would be enabled to secure all neces-
sary information they required without
placing such a burden upon the business
concerns of the country. At that time
the whole country seemed to be wincing
under the burdens of the demands of
these inquisitorial Federal agencies seek-
ing information which in many instances
appeared to be already available to them
in the filing cabinets and on the shelves
of other Government departments and
bureaus.

It has been quite some time now since
Senators have been bothered by these
complaints, which were so numerous just
a few months ago. The explanation is
in the Federal Reports Act itself. In
this connection, let me read a single par-
agraph from the letter of transmittal by
Harold D. Smith, Director of the Bureau
of the Budget, who has sent this report
to me in response to my request for
periodic information on the administra-
tion of the act. Mr. Smith makes this
statement:

I should like to add to these reports my
own observation that the Federal Reports
Act bhas been highly successful in getting
at the reporting problems facing the country
as a result of the war emergency. The bur-
den on respondents has been greatly reduced
during the year, Government operations have
been simplified, and the quality of informa-
tion has been improved. It has becomo in-

creasingly clear that the legislation was both,

wise and timely,

Mr. Smith, in his appraisal of the act,
has not alone accepted the favorable
manifestations which are so apparent in
Washington. He sent investigators out
into the industrial field to determine in
an impartial way the effect produced by
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the law’s operations. These men have
returned with reports to the effect that
without a single exception every person
contacted expressed the opinion that
there has been “‘a remarkable reduction
and improvement in questionnaires and
in record-keeping or reporting require-
ments.”

Moreover, these examinations in the
fleld have demonstrat:d that the re-
quests emanating from the Capital have
become more reasonable, forms have
been simplified, and the burden cor-
respondingly reduced. But, best of all,
there is a distinct reflection that busi-
ness and industry is now better equipped
and adapted to keeping records of the
kind currently being required by the
Government. 3

All in all, the intelligence conveyed in
this report is pleasing not only to my-
self, as chairman, but to the entire
membership of the Senate Special Com-
mittee to Study Problems of Small Busi=-
ness. The Pederal Reports Act, as Sen-
ators know, was one of the first pieces
of legislation to be formulated by our
committze and receive the sanction of
Congress and the administration. We
will be, I trust, pardoned if we take our
portion of credit and indicate a modicum
of pride in the beneficial results already
obtained.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the report—brief for a docu-
ment of this importance—be printed at
this point in the Recorp as a part of
my remarks.

There being no oljection, the report
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp
as follows:

RePorRT OF ProcgrESS UNDER- THE FEDERAL )
REPORTS ACT

The Federal Reports Act, signed on De-
cember 24, 1942, has been in effect almost
exactly 1 year. We are, therefore, presenting
a summary picture of the results achieved
during this period,

Three principal assignments were given to
the Bureau of the Budget by the Federal
Reports Act as means of effectuating its broad
function of coordinating the Federal statisti-
cal services: (1) The elimination of duplica-
tion in and the simplification of Federal re-
porting requirements; (2) the establishment
of central collecting agencies to serve the
needs of two or more agencies; and (3) the
development of arrangements for the joint
use of data. It is upon the first of these
that the Bureau has concentrated attention
and made the most progress during the first
year of operation under the act. The pres-
sure of administrative needs for data on
which to base urgent war programs has re-
quired that our limited staff time be princi-
pally devoted to the review of report forms
and reporting requirements, and to the de-
velopment of controls over the issuance of
requests for information. Several measures
have been adopted to establish effective
control,

1. Approval number system: The approval
number system is the most important pro-
cedure in the Bureau's control mechanism,
The fact that all authorized forms carry an
approval number gives respondents some
assurance that the forms are necessary to the
war effort and request a minimum of infor-
mation. It is true that business concerns
and Individuals still have to reply to many
report forms, but the criticism of report
forms has subsided in large part with the
realization that there is an orderly review
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process and that forms are subject to a care-
ful screening process before they are issued.
The wide publicity given to the system has
resulted in referral of forms which lack
approval numbers to the Bureau for investi-
gation. Although Government agencies,
principally field offices, have issued some un-
authorized requests for information, they
have been cooperative in withdrawing the
forms upon investigation by the Bureau.

2. Internal control units: In order to lo-
cate initial responsibility close to the scene
of operations, the Bureau has actively pro-
moted the establishment of a unit in each
of the larger operating agencies to provide
for internal clearance and control over re-
port forms originating in subordinate units,
Only forms approved by these units are sub-
mitted to the Bureau for final approval by
the agencies where the control units have
been established. At present there are 15
such control units which give an initial
screening to 90 percent of all forms received
for review.

3. Advisory committee on Government
questionnaires: The advisory committee,
composed of representatives of national
business organigations and established at the
request of the Director of the Bureau, has
contributed materially to the Bureau’'s ac-
complishments by making practical recom-
mendations with regard to important report-
ing programs, particularly those of the war
agencles. Special attention is devoted to the
availability of data in business records. The
committee’s experience has demonstrated
that this kind of cooperative relationship and
constructive advice can do much to further
a satisfactory solution to the problem of
Government gquestionnaires. Approximately
40 special subcommittees have been ap-
pointed by the adv'sory committee on Gov-
ernment questionnaires to study special
problems or problems affecting particular in-
dustries. These subcommittees have enlisted
the active participation of more than 200
businessmen. The entire expense of the
advisory comniittee on Government ques-
tlonnaires has been met by industry in rec-
ognition of the joint Interest of business
in the improvement of reporting forms.

SUMMARY OF OPERATIONS

The Bureau’s records show that during the
calendar year 1943 it acted upon 7,484 forms,
This figure does not, of course, include the
forms which were disapproved by the in-
ternal control units of Federal agencies in
accordance with the Bureau's standards. The
following table summarizes the Bureau's
actions:
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The 364 revised repetitive forms proposed
for further use which were disapproved rep-
resent an existing reporting burden which
has been eliminated. In addition to this
number of forms for which extension was
refused by the Bureau of the Budget, almost
800 forms were discontinued by the agencles
themselves. Most repetitive forms now in

-use in the important war agencles are re-

viewed every 6 or 12 months to insure that
collections of Information once necessary are
not routinely continued beyond the real need
for them. Disapprovals of new repetitive
forms and of single-time forms, designed for
use only once, likewise represent a reduction
in reporting burden.

It must be emphasized again that the num=-
ber of formal disapprovals does not include
the number of forms disapproved by the in-
ternal control units, and hence never sub-
mitted to the Bureau for formal action. Nor
does it include cases in which the Bureau is
consulted informally about a proposed proj-
ect before it has reached the stage of formal
drafting. An expression of disapproval at
this point frequently leads to the abandon-
ment of the plans without a formal sub-
mittal. The Increasing understanding on
the part of Federal agencies of the stand-
ards set by the Bureau leads to more critical
scrutiny by the agencies themselves so that
the number of poorly planned projects which
would inevitably be disapproved has declined.
The very existence of an exacting control
mechanism has in itself brought about a
reduction in the number of requests for the
Bureau's approval. This is evidenced by the
fact that during the first quarter of 1943
14 percent of the forms submitted were dis-
approved, as compared with 9.8 percent dur-
ing the last quarter, despite the fact that the
standards imposed in the latter part of the
year were much more rigorous than those
imposed earlier.

The review activity flgures also fail to re-
flect the many important modifications made
to simplify report forms, thereby reducing
the cost and burden. After the need for a
particular reporting program is established
and the program is shown to be generally
feasible, the main work of the Bureau cen-
ters around simplification and the develop-
ment of standards. More than 20 percent of
the forms finally approved are changed in
important respects. The application of
standards of performance, the unification of
uncoordinated or duplicating programs of
information, and the careful scrutiny of all
requests result in basic modifications.

The number of respondents may be re-
duced thrcugh the establishment of a cut-oft
point to eliminate the small businesses, or
those having insignificant relationship to the
problem under study; a change in the fre-
quency may be effected so that fewer reports
are required; arrangements may be made for
the joint use of a form by several agencies
rather than allowing each agency to collect
its own information; reporting systems may
be made less burdensome by the elimination
of unnecessary forms or requirements or by
simplifying the forms and records. Modifi-
catiuns of these types result directly in sub-
stantial reductions in the burden of report=-
ing information to the Government.

The Bureau's figures show that as of Jan-
uary 1, 1944, there were 5,105 public use
forms and reporting requirements in active
use by Federal agencies. On January 1, 1843,
there were 4,256 in use. These figures are
not strictly comparable because figures on
reporting and record-keeping regquirements,
which numbered 343 on January 1, 1944, are
not included in the figure for January 1,
1943. The Bureau did not review such re-
quirements in 1942, prior to the passage of the
Federal Reports Act. The war agencies and
the Department of Agriculture account for
985 percent of the increase in the number of
report forms in use,

MARCH 16

Because of the necessity for primary em=
phasis on the review and control phase of the
Bureau's functions, the other two major co-
ordinating functions have been developed
more slowly. Except as individual report
forms covering the same subject matter come
up for review at the same time, our progress
upon the development of single collecting
agencles has been piecemeal. Our experience
s0 far, however, indicates that the ultimate
accomplishments from a wider application
of the Federal Reports Act should be large.
Orderly arrangements for the collection of
information will ,produce more lasting econ-
omies and improvements than the day-to-day
approval of individual forms.

With regard to arrangements for joint use
of information, some prcgress has been made,
particularly in respect to contract renegotia-
tion reporting, to subcontractor reporting
and to some of the price and distribution
controls applied to the food program. Vigor-
ous action is required on the part of the
Bureau to promote further development in
this directlon and to remove the existing
barriers. We expect to increase the allot-
ment of time for this purpose as rapidly as
staff time becomes available.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS
INTRODUCED

Bills and joint resolutions were intro-
duced, read the first time, and, by unani-
mous consent, the second time, and re-
ferred as follows:

By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma:

B.1779. A bill to provide for a new base
period, and for considering increases in the
cost of farm labor, in determining parity
prices for agricultural commodities; to the
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

By Mr. McCARRAN:

5.1780. A bill to exempt certain officers
and employees of the National War Labor
Board from certain provisions of the Crim-
inal Code; to the Committee on the Judiciary,

By Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado:

8.1781. A bill to provide for full military
rank for members of the Army Nurse Corps,
dietitians, and physical-therapy aides, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

By Mr. CLARK of Idaho:

S.1782. A bill to amend sections 4, 7, and
17 of the Reclamation Project Act of 1030
(53 Stat. 1187) for the purpose of extending
the time in which amendatory contracts may
be made, and for other related purposes;
the Committee on Irrigation and Reclmna-
tion.

By Mr. HAYDEN:

8.1783. A bill to confer authority on the
Becretary of the Interior with regard to cer=-
tain reclamation repayment contracts; to
the Committee on Irrigation and Reclama-
tion.

By Mr. RUSSELL:

8.1784. A bill for the relief of Leola Evans;
and

S.1785. A bill for the rellef of Alex Wylie;
to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. PEPPER:

8.1786. A bill to provide that members of
the Florida State militia company, known as
the Jasper Blues, shall be credited with serv=
ice In the United States Army during the
War with Spain; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

(Mr. TOBEY introduced Senate bill 1787,
which was referred to the Committee on Mill-
tary Aflairs, and appears under a separate
heading.)

COMBAT PAY FOR MEMBERS OF THE
ARMED FORCES

Mr. TOBEY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to introduce for
appropriate. reference a bill to provide
additional pay for members of the armed
forces who engage in combat service,
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and I request that the bill may be printed
in the REcorp. |

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without
objection, the bill will be received, appro-
priately referred, and printed in the
REcorD as requested by the Senator from
New Hampshire.

The bill (S. 1787) to provide additional
pay for members of the armed forces
engaged in combat service was read
twice by its title and referred to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs and ordered
to be printed in the REcorp, as follows:

Be it enacted, eic., That section* 18 of the
Pay Readjustment Act of 1942, as amended,
is amended by adding at the end of such
section a new paragraph as follows:

“Officers, warrant officers, nurses, and en-
listed men of any of the services mentioned
in the title of this act and members of the
Reserve forces of such services, and the Na-
tional Guard, who are not receiving addi-
tional pay under the foregoing provisions of
this section, the provisions of the act of
April 9, 1928 (45 Stat. 412), as amended, or
the provisions of the act of April 10, 1943
(Public Law 23, 78th Cong.), shall receive
an increase of 50 percent of their pay when
by orders of competent authority they are
required to participate regularly and fre-
quently in actual combat against the enemy
or to serve regularly and frequently in im-
mediate combat areas with troops engaged
in actual combat against the enemy. Regu-
lations in execution of the provisions of this
paragraph shall be made by the Secretary
of War and the Secretary of the Navy and
shall, whenever precticable in their judg-
ment, be uniform for all of the services
concerned.”

Mr. TOBEY. Mr. President, I also
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the Recorp at this point, as a part of
of my remarks, an article by Ernie Pyle.
The article is entitled “He Goes to Bat
for Fight Pay for Combat Ground Sol-
diers.”

Mr. President, the bill I have just in-
troduced will. provide for a b50-percent
increase in the pay of our combat ground
soldiers. The bill is in line with common
justice and appreciation, in my judgment;
and under its provisions the same pay
we are now giving as an increase to the
men in the combat flying service will
accrue to the men in the combat ground
service, We call it fight pay, akin to the
flight pay now authorized for flying com-
bat men.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, the article will be printed in the
RECORD.

The article referred to is as follows:

EsNiE PyiE—HE GoEs To BAaT For FicHT Pay
ror ComsBAT GROUND SOLDIERS

In Italy.—In my usual role of running

' other people’s business I've been threshing
around with an idea—honest. It's to give
the combat soldlier some little form of recog-
nition more than he is getting now.

Everybody who serves overseas, no matter
where or what he's doing, gets extra pay.
Enlisted men get 20 percent additional and
officers 10 percent.

Airmen get an extra 50 percent above this
for flight pay. As a result, officer-flyers get
60 percent above their normal base pay and
enlisted flyers such as gunners and radio op-
erators get 70 percent.*

All that is fine and as it should be, but
the idea I was toying with is why not give
your genuine combat ground soldier some-
thing corresponding to flight pay? Maybe a
good phrase for it would be “fight pay."”
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Of any 1,000,000 men overseas, probably no
more than 100,000 are in actual combat with
the enemy. But as it is now, there is no
official distinction between the dogface lying
for days and nights under constant mortar
fire on an Itallan hill and the headquarters
clerk living comfortably in a hotel in Rio de
Janeiro. )

Their two worlds are so far apart the hu-
man mind can barely grdsp the magnitude of
the difference. One lives like a beast and dies
in great numbers. The other is merely work-
ing away from home. Both are doing neces-
sary jobs, but it seems to me the actual war=-
rior deserves something to set him apart.
And medals are not enough.

When I was at the front the last time
several infantry officers brought up this same
suggestion. They say combat pay would
mean a lot to the fighting man. It would
put him into a proud category and make
him feel that somebody appreciates what he

* endures.

Obviously- no soldler would ever go into
combat just to get extra fight pay. That
isn’t the point. There is not enough money
in the worlg to pay any single individual
his due for battle suffering.

But it would put a mark of distinction on
him, a recognition that his miserable job
was a royal one and that the rest of us were
aware of it.

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED

The following bills were each read twice
by their titles and referred, as indicated:

H.R. 4377. An act authorizing the President
to present, in the name of Congress, a Dis-
tinguished Service Medal to Admiral Chester
W. Nimitz, United States Navy; to the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs.

H.R.4410. An act to extend for an addi-
tional 80 days the period during which certair
grains and other products to be used for lite-
stock and poultry feed may be imported from
foreign countries free of duty; to the Commit-
tee on Finance.

COMMEMORATION OF CENTENNIAL OF
THE TELEGRAPH

Mr. WHEELER submitted the follow-
ing concurrent resclution (S. Con. Res.
39), which was referred to the Committee
on the Library:

Whereas Samuel F. B. Morse, a distinguished
American artist, invented the first practical
electro-magnetic telegraph in the winter of
1835-86, and obtained an appropriation from
the Congress of the United States in 1843 for
the construction of an experimental telegraph
line between Baltimore, Md., and Washington,
D. C,; and

‘Whereas the first telegram, ""What Hath God
Wrought?" was sant over this line from the
old Supreme Court room in the Capitol to
Baltimore on May 24, 1844; and

Whereas the sending of the first telegram
marked the beginning of the telegraph indus-
try, which has been indispensable to the coun-
try in four wars and, by linking all sections,
has implemented the traditional motto, “E
Pluribus Unum'; and

Whereas the telegraph was the first speedy
means of communication connecting the na-
tions of the world, bringing all peoples closer
together, and promoting the dissemination of
ideas as well as international trade; and

Whereas the telegraph was the first great
electrical discovery and was the forerunner of
our entire system of electrical communica-
tions, including the telephone, the radio, and
television: Therefore be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives
(the Senate concurring), That there is hereby
created a joint congressional committee to be
composed of five Members of the Senate to
be appointed by the President of the Senate,
and five Members of the House of Representa-
tives to be appointed by the Speaker of the
House of Representatives. Such committee
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shall secure an appropriate plaque or other
suitable memorial to be placed in or near the
room in the Capitol from which the first tele-
graph message was dispatched, and shall ar-
range for appropriate exercises, to be held on
May 24, 1944, for the purpose of placing such
plague or other memorial and commemorat-
ing the centennial of the telegraph. The
cost of carrylng out the provisions of this
concurrent resolution, including the cost of
such plague or other memorial, not to exceed
$4,000, shall be pald one-half from the con-
tingent fund of the House and one-half from
the contingent fund of the Senate.

INVESTIGATION OF LABOR SHORTAGE IN
THE PACIFIC COAST AND ROCKY MOUN-
TAIN STATES—LIMIT OF EXPENDITURES

Mr. DOWNEY submitted the following
resolution (S, Res. 270), which was re-
ferred to the Committee to Audit and
Control the Contingent Expenses of the
Senate:

Resolved, That the limit of expenditures of
the Committee on Military Affairs under Sen-
ate Resolution 88, Seventy-eighth Congress,
agreed to February 25, 1943 (relating to an
investigation of the existing shortage of labor
in the Pacific Coast and Rocky Mountain
States and the effect of such shortage upon
the war effort), as supplemented by Senate
Resolution 113, Seventy-eighth Congress,
:g'r;;o: to April 7, 1948, is hereby increased by

COST OF FRODUCTION OF CUT DIAMONDS

Mr. PEPPER submitted the following
resolution (S. Res. 271), which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Finance:

Resolved, That the United States Tariff
Commission is hereby directed to investigate,
for the purposes of section 336 of the Tariff
Act of 1930, the differences in cost of produc-
tion of cut diamonds produced in the United
States and like or similar foreign-produced
articles; and, to take adequate steps per-
mitted by law to protect labor standards in
the diamond processing industry if its fu-
ture is thereby found to be menaced.

INCREASED PURCHASING POWER—DESIR-
ABILITY OF THE TOWNSEND PLAN BILL

Mr. PEPPER. Mor. President, America

"is winning this war on all fronts, thanks

to the foresightedness and the judgment
of her national leadership. We are head-
ing—rapidly, we hope—into an era of
peacetime when our boys and girls will
come home from the fighting fronts to
resume their rightful places in our so-
ciety.

To what sort of society will our boys
and girls return? Will it be a society in
which factories have closed down for lack
of further war orders; in which defense
industries close down and hold up re-
conversion because they can see no mar-
ket for consumer goods; in which our re-

‘turning veterans will be compelled to sell

apples on street corners for a living? Or
will it be to an economy of scarcity—
planned for and legislated for in exactly
the same way we approached our war
problem? For peace and plenty are
things that can be planned for and legis-
lated for.

If we act now to provide a constant
stream of purchasing power passing
through the hands of those laid off by
industry, we will assure a market for the
goods of business and industry, and wiil
give our defense plants good reason for
hurrying their reconversion when that
wonderful day of peace arrives.
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We can provide a big, growing stream
of purchasing power every month to our
aged, our incapacitated, our blind, and
our chronically ill by passing the Town-
send plan bill, House bill 1649. I urge it
upon my colleagues for their careful
study and consideration.

TRIBUTE TO SENATOR OVERTON—EDITO-
RIAL FROM SHREVEPORT (LA.) TIMES

[Mr. ELLENDER asked and obtained leave
to have printed in the Recorp an editorial
entitled “Senator OvErTON,” published in the
Shreveport (La.) Times of Tuesday, March 14,
which appears in the Appendix.j

WILLIAM F. CODY—BUFFALO BILL

[Mr. ROBERTSON asked and obtained
leave to have printed in the REcorp a radio
address delivere by him at Cody, Wyo.,
on February 26, 1944, on the occasion of the
celebration of the anniversary of the birth
of William F. Cody which appears in the Ap-
pendix.|

ANDREW JACESON—ARTICLE BY
SENATOR HATCH

[Mr. O'MAHONEY asked and obtained leave
to have printed in the REcorp an article on
Andrew Jackson, written by Senator Hatch
and published in the Washington Evening
Star of March 15, 1944, which appears in the
Appendix. |
GRADUATION ADDRESS BY VICE ADMIRAL

RANDALL JACOBS, UNITED STATES

NAVY :

|Mr. HILL asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the REcorp the address de-
livered by Vice Admiral Randall Jacobs,
United States Navy, Chief of Naval Person-
nel, at the graduation and commissioning ex-
ercises of the Naval Reserve Officers’ Training
Corps and V-12 Units at the University of
North Carolina, Chapel Hill, February 25,
1944, which appears in the Appendix.]

HEALTH PROVISIONS OF THE WAGNER-
MURRAY-DINGELL EILL

[Mr. MURRAY asked and obtained leave

to have printed in the REcomp a series of .

questions and answers prepared by him
deallng with the provisions of the so-called
Wagner-Murray-Dingell bill, which appears
in the Appendix.]

FOUR FREEDOMS ON THE HOME FRONT

[Mr. BYRD asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the RECORD a letter addressed
to United States Senators and Representa-
tives, dated February 22, 1944, from Four
Freedoms on the Home Front Committee,
which appears in the Appendix.]

WILL THEY VOTE?—EDITORIAL FROM THE
NEWARK EVENING NEWS

[Mr. HATCH acsked and obtalned leave to
have printed in the Recogp an editorial en-
titled “Will They Vote?" from the Newark
Evening News of March 15, 1844, which ap-
pears in the Appendix.]

THE FOURTH TERM—DEBATE IN PRINT
BETWEEN SENATOR MEAD AND SENATOR
BRIDGES
[Mr. BRIDGES asked and obtained leave to

have printed in the Recorp a debate in pring
between himself and Senator Meip on the
supject Should There Be a Fourth Term? pub-
lished in Town Meetings in Print, which ap-
pears in the Appendix.]

PROTECTION OF CONGRESSIONAL
GOVERNMENT

[Mr. BRIDGES asked and obtained leave to
bhave printed in the Ercorp an article from
the Detroit Times of March 10 entitled
“Brmoes Asks Crusade To Protect Our Con-
gressional Government,” which appears in
the Appendix.]
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DEMOBILIZING THE NEW DEAL—EDITO-
RIAL FROM LOS ANGELES EXAMINER
[Mr. BRIDGES asked and obtained leave

to have printed in the Recorp an editorial

entitled “Demobilizing the New Deal,” pub-
lished in the Los Angeles Examiner, which
appears in the Appendix.]

CIVILIAN CONTRIBUTION TO THE WAR

EFFORT
[Mr. BRIDGES asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the REcorD & resume of the
booklet entitled “Bill Bailey Got the Credit,

But the Man Behind the Gun Was Mr.

Dooley,” recently published by the General

Cable Corporation in New York, which ap-

pears in the Appendix.]

COTTON AND THE FEDERAL GOVERN-
MENT—ARTICLE BY O. F. BLEDSOE 1III
[Mr. EASTLAND asked and obtained leave

to have printed in the Recorp an article en-

titled “Cotton and the Federal Government,”
by O. F. Bledsoe III, of Greenwood, Miss.,
which appears in the Appendix.]

EXECUTIVE AND INDEPENDENT OFFICES
APPROPRIATIONS

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 4070) making appro-
priations for the Executive Office and
sundry independent executive bureaus,
boards, commissions, and offices, for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1945, and for
other purposes.

Mr. BARKLEY. Isuggestthe absence
of a quorum.
The FRESIDING OFFICER (Mr,

Bripges in the chair).
call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and
the following Senators answered to their
names:

The clerk will

Alken Ferguson Radcliffe
Andrews George Revercomb
Ausztin Gillette Reynoids
Beailey Gurney Robertson
Bankhead Hatch Russell
Earkley Hawkes Ehipstead
Bilbo Eayden Stewart
Boneg Hin Taft
Brewster Holman Thomas, Idaho
Bridges Jackscn Thomas, Okla,
Brooks Johnson, Colo. Thomas, Utah
Buck Kilgore Tokey
Burton La Follette Tunnell
Bushfield Langer Tydings

Byrd MecCarran Vandenberg
Capper McClellan Wagner
Clark, Idaho McFarland Walsh, N. J
Clark, Mo. McKellar Weeks
Connally Maloney Wheeler
Cordon Mead Wherry
Danaher Millikin White

Davis Murray Willls
Downey - O'Mahoney Wilson
Eastland Overton

Ellender Pepper

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. EAsT-
LAND in the chair). Seventy-three Sen-
ators having answered to their names, a
quorum is present. )

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr, President, I ask
unanimous consent that the formal read-
ing of the bill be dispensed with, that it
be read for amendment, and that the
committee amendments be first consid-
ered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? The Chair hears none, and
it is so ordered.

The clerk will proceed to state the
amendments reported by the Committee
on Appropriations,

The first amendment of the Commit-
tee on Appropriations was, under the
heading “Title I—Executive Office of the
President—Bureau of the Budget”, on
page 3, line 18, after the word “refer-
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ence”, to strike out “periodicals and
newspapers (not exceeding $500)” and
insert “and periodicals”; in line 19, be-
fore the word “maintenance”, to strike
out “teletype news service’; in line 21,
after the word *“use”, to strike out “and
not to exceed $55,000 for temporary em-
ployment of persons or organizations by
contract or otherwise without regard to
section 3709 of the Revised Statutes, or
the Classification Act of 1923, as amend-
ed, $2,290,340 and insert *$1,830,400”,
and on page 4, line 1, after the amend-
ment just above stated, to strike out the
comma and “of which $44,940 shall be
allocated to the Federal Board of Hos-
pitalization.”

The amendment was agreed fo.

The next amendment was, on page 4,
line 8, after the word “available” to strike
out the comma and “and including the
temporary employment (not exceeding
$65,000) of persons or organizations by
contract or otherwise, without regard to
section 3709 of the Revised Statutes and
the Classification Act of 1923, as amend-
ed”; and in line 19, after the figures
“$879,800”, to insert a colon and the fol-
lowing proviso: “Provided, That upon
the expiration of 60 days after the cessa-
tion of hostilities between the United
States and the principal enemy powers
or after the date of an armistice between
the United States and the principal ene-
my powers, this appropriation shall cease
to be available for obligations unless
Congress shall otherwise provide by law.”

The amendment was agreed to,

The next amendment was, at the top
of page 5, to insert:

No part of the appropriations herein made
to the Bureau of the Budget shall be used
for the mainfenance or establishment of
regional, field, or any other offices outside the
District of Columbia,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
heading “Civil Service Commission,” on
page 7, line 12, after the word “exceed”,
to strike out “$5,000" and insert “$2,500";
and on page 8, line 4, after the word
“charts”, to strike out “purchase.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 8,
in line 6, after the word “binding”, to
strike out “$6,056,473” and insert “$5,-
516,223."

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, on
page 8, in lieu of the committee amend-
ment appearing in line 6, the committee
has authorized meto present another
amendment, which I now do.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
amendment will be stated.

The Crigr CLERK. On page 8, line 6,
after the word “binding”, it is proposed
to strike out “$6,056,473” and insert in
lieu thereof “$5,766,000.”

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, as I un-
derstand, the amendment now submitted
by the Senator from Tennessee is a com-
promise which was arrived at in the
committee and it is a fisure in between
the House figure and that previously
adopted by the committee,

Mr. McKELLAR. That is entirely cor-
rect. It was arrived at at a subsequent
meeting.

The FPRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-

The
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ment offered by the Senator from Ten-
nessee to the committee amendment.

The amendment to the amendment
was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was
agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 8,
line 11, after the word “exceed”, to strike
out “$113,000” and insert “$90,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 9,
line 11, after the word “binding”, to
strike out “$12,995,504” and insert “$8,-
000,000.”

Mr. McKELLAR. In lieu of the
amendment just stated, I am authorized
by the committee to offer an amendment,
which is likewise a compromise adjust-
ment,.

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
amendment to the amendment will be
stated.

The CuIier CLErg. In lieu of the com-
mittee amendment, on page 9, line 11, it
is proposed to strike out “$12,995,504"
and insert “$8,840,000.”

Mr., WHITE. Mr. President, I under-
stand that this amendment carries a
new figure which was agreed upon in
the committee at a second meeting.

Mr. McCKELLAR. That is correct.

Mr., DOWNEY. Mr. President, I de-
sire to object to the amendment. Will
it go over or what will be the disposi-
tion of it?

Mr. MCKELLAR, The Senate will vote
on it, unless the Senator desires to make
8 speech,

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, the
Committee on Appropriations——

Mr. MEAD. Mr, President, as this is
a very important matter, I suggest the
absence of a quorum,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and
the following Senators answered to their
names:

Alken Radcliffe

Ferguson

Andrews George Revercomb
Austin Gillette Reynolts
Baliley Gurney Robertson
Bankh Hatch Russell
Barkley Hawkes Ehipstead
Bilbo Hayden Stewart

Bone Hill Taft
Brewster Holman Thomas, Idaho
Bridges " Jackson Thomas, Okla.
Brooks - Johnson, Colo, Thomas, Utah
Buck Kilgore Tobey

Burton La Follette Tunnell
Bushiield Langer Tydings =
Byrd MceCarran Vandenberg
Capper MecClellan Wagner

Clark, Idaho McFarland Walsh, N.J
Clark, Mo. McEellar Wecks
Connally Maloney Wheeler
Cordon Mead Wherry
Danaher Millikin White

Davis Murray Willls
Downey O'Mahoney Wilson
Eastland Overton

Ellender Pepper

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-
three Senators having answered to their
names, a quorum is present.

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, the
Committee on Appropriations, in report-
ing to the Senate the independent offices
appropriation bill, H. R. 4070, proposed
an amendment on page 9, line 11, which
would have the effect of reducing the
Civil Service Commission's appropria-
tions for “Salaries and expenses, na-
tional defense” from $12,995,504 to $8,-
000,000,
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Since reporting the bill to the Senate
the Committee has given further con-
sideration to this item, and its acting
chairman has just proposed an amend-
ment which would increase the amount
proposed for the Commission from $8,-
000,000 to $8,840,000.

If the Senate accepts the recommen-
dation of the Appropriations Commit-
tee and appropriates only $8,840,000 to
the Civil Service Commission for its na-
tional defense activity, it is my under-
standing that the Commission wili be in
the position that at least $1,890,000 will
no longer be available for its activities
in connection with the recruiting of per-
sons for the war agencies,

Therefore, Mr. President, I am propos-
ing that we strike out the amount of
$8,840,000 and substitute for it the
amount of $10,730,000.

This would put the Civil Service Com-
mission in a position where it could con-
tinue to render the service in the field
of recruiting and placement which is so
desperately needed by the war agencies
of the Government.

As chairman of the Civil Service Com-
mittee of the Senate, I am in a position
to know that, throughout this war pe-
riod, the Commission has, if anything,
been undermanned in connection with
its recruitment and placement work.

As a result of several investigations in
California, I am especially familiar with
conditions in my State. The Commis-
sion’s office, located in San Francisco,
which serves the State of California, has
carried a far heavier load in connection
with its recruiting work than any group
of human beings should be called upon
to carry. They have done an amazingly
effective job, operating under severe
handicaps, and without adequate re-
sources. It is my understanding that
what is true in connection with this
office is likewise true in connection with
the work of many of the Commission's
other offices.

In asking for funds for its recruiting
and placement work for the war agencies,
the Commission has always predicated
its request on the estimated number of
placements it would be called upon to
make in the Federal service over a given
period. Not once since the war began
has the Commission overestimated its
anticipated work load. In every instance
it has underestimated that load.

It is in the light of this record that I
desire to have the Members of the Sen-
ate consider the basis for the Commis-
sion’s request for funds for recruiting
for the fiscal year 1945.

In submitting its request for funds
for 1945 to the Bureau of the Budget,
the Commission estimated that it would
be called upon to make 1,548,000 place-
ments for 1945, Between the time when
these requests were submitted and hear-
ings were held on the Commission's re-
quest before the House Committee on
Appropriations, the Commission decided,
on the basis of its current experiences,
that in all probability it would be called
upon to make 1,485,000 placements in
1945. Consequently, on its own initia-
tive, the Commission asked the House
Committee on Appropriations to approve
$272,043 less than the amount submitted
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to the Congress as a result of the hear-
ings before the Bureau of the Budget.

I refer to this for the purpose of indi-
cating that the Civil Service Commission
does make a conscientious effort to keep
its requests for funds in line with its
anticipated workload.

In estimating the number of place-
ments which it feels will be made in 1945,
the Commission has assumed that there
will be a decrease in total Federal em-
ployment of approximately 250,000, as
compared with the peak reached in June
1943. Consequently, the Commission
believes that virtually all its recruiting
work in 1945 will be for the purpose of
meaking replacements. Under such cir-~
cumstances the important factor in de-
termining just what the work load will
be is the turn-over rate. The Commis~
sion estimates are based-on the assump-
tion that this turn-over rate in 1945 will
average 45 percent a month. Actually,
the Commission’s experiences up to the
present time reflect an average turn-
over rate of better than 5 percent a
month,

Having made what it seems to me 15
a very conservative estimate of the num-
ber of placements which will be made in
1945, the Commission’s justifications
then indicate that the cost per place-
ment for 1845 will be $4.42. To my
mind, this is a low cost, when we consider
the difficulties all employers are having
at the present time in obtaining qualified
personnel. At no time in the hearings
before either the House Committee on
Appropriations or at the hearings before
the Senate Committee on Appropriations
have these cost figures been called into
question, s

Unless the amount of $1,890,000 shall
be restored, as proposed by the amend-
ment which I am offering, it will mean
that the Civil Service Commission, in-
stead of making 1,485,000 placements,
will be able to make only 1,000,000 place-
ments. In other words, we will be put-
ting the Commission in a position where
it will be virtually impossible for it to
make 500,000 replacements in key war
agencies, *

Let us remember that this is not a
question of providing the Commission
with funds to recruit persons to take care
of any proposed increase in Federal em-
ployment. This estimate rests on the
premise that Federal employment will
decline 250,000 as compared with the
peak reached in June 1943. These funds
are being requested solely for the pur-
pose of making replacements in key war
agencies,

Right now, for example, the Civil Serv-
ice Commission is engaged in an inten-
sive recruiting program in order to find
persons for work at the Pearl Harbor
Navy Yard. Certainly there is no ques-
tion in the mind of anyone about the
absolute necessity of meeting the Navy’s
needs as far as the staffing of this yard is
concerned. Furthermore, this is not a
need that is going to be taken care of
once for all during the next few months.
Literally thousands of persons now work-
ing in the Pearl Harbor Navy Yard will
ultimately be inducted into the armed
forces. Others having spent 18 months
or more working in the Pearl Harbor
Navy Yard will return to the mainland.



2656

The Civil Service Commission will be ex-
pected to find the replacements for these
workers. If it does not, it will be crit-
icized and criticized in a vigorous man-
ner by the Members of Congress. And
wet, right now, we are proposing to take
away from the Civil Service Commission
the funds which it desperately needs in
order to render this kind of a service to
the Navy Department. And, inciden-
tally, I happen to know that the Navy De-
partment would be willing to state to
any Member of the Senate that without
the services of the Civil Service Commis-
sion it would not have been able to carry
on its work in the navy yards in the way
in which it has.

There have been times, for example,
when the manpower situation has been
desperate insofar as the west coast navy
yards are concerned. The Civil Service
Commission has been able to respond ef-
fectively to insistent demands for help
and assistance, and, working with the
War Manpower Commission, has been
able to produce the men that were
needed. Anyone conversant with the
war situation knows that the pressure
for persons in these yards is not going
to become less. If is obviously going to
become greater as time goes on.

Over a period of the past few months,
the Members of the Senate have become
thoroughly familiar with the fact that
it is very difficult to meet the personnel
needs of the Veterans’' Administration,
including, of course, the hospitals which
are maintained and operated by this
agency of Government. The primary re-
sponsibility for meeting these needs,
needs which must be met if our return-
ing veterans are to be cared for in the
proper manner, rests upon the Civil Serv-
ice Commission. And yet, if the Com-
mission is not provided with the funds
which it has requested and which the
House of Representatives has already
passed upon favorably, it will be virtually
impossible for it to meet these demands.

In addition to this, the Civil Service
Commission must assume the primary
responsibility of making sure that gov-
ernment, as an employer, does what all
employers should do, namely, provide job
opportunities for returning veterans,
And yet, just at the time when this load
is beginning to mount, we propose to
make a drastic reduction in the Com-
mission’s funds. If we do, and if the re-
turning veteran is not given the help and
assistance which he should receive as he
seeks employment with the Federal Gov-
ernment, the blame will rest on our
shoulders and not on the shoulders of
the Civil Service Commission.

The Civil Service Commission says
that it needs money to make 1,485,000
placements. For my part, I believe this
is a conservative estimate. The House of
Representatives, after extensive hear-
ings before its Appropriations Commit-
tee, believes that it is a sound estimate.
No testimony was presented to the Ap-
propriations Committee indicating any
basis for the Senate arriving at a dif-
ferent conclusion. Surely, on the record
as it stands at the present time, there is
no justification for our taking action de-
liberately designed to cripple the Federal
Government’s central personnel agency.
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I urge, therefore, that the Senate vote
to strike the amount of $8,840,000 on
page 9, line 11, and substitute for it the
amount of $10,730,000.

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Tennessee yield to me?

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield.

Mr. McCARRAN. On page 56 of the
bill there is an appropriation for the
United States Maritime Commission.
That is an item in which many of us
are exceedingly interested. As a mem-
ber of the Appropriations Committee it
has been my desire to see that this all-
important Commission should have the
money necessary to enable it to go for-
ward with its work. I wish to say that
there is no work in all the war effort
which is more competently or more capa-
bly carried on than that of the United
States Maritime Commission.

Sometime ago it was my privilege to
write an article to be published in the
publication known as Shipmate, entitled
“Looking Ahead,” with the subtitle,
Navy's Peacetime Job To Be Biggest in
History. It is a short article and I ask
unanimous consent that it may be in-
serted in the Recorp at this point in
connection with my remarks,

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
as follows:

LOOKING AHEAD—NAVY'S PEACETIME JOE TO BE
BIGGEST IN HISTORY §
{By PAT McCARRAN)

The United States Navy today is doing its
biggest wartime job.

When that job is over and a grateful coun-
try says, “Well done,” the Navy will face a
far bigger peacetime job than ever before.

The end of this war will find the United
States the biggest maritimee power in the
history of the world.

Entering this war, the United States had
about 12,000,000 dead-weight tons of mer-
chant shipping. The other United Nations,
altogether, had about 43,000,000 tons.

Great Britain, starting with about 22,000,-
000 dead-weight tons of shipping when she
entered the war, lost about one-third of that
total during the first 2 years of hostilities,
and has been unable to balance losses with
new construction, at least, until very re-
cently. Probably the maximum strength of
the British merchant marine at the end of
the war will be no more than 20,000,000 tons.

We have had losses, too, but new bottoms
launched since Pearl Harbor from American
shipyards exceed 20,000,000 tons. Our ship~-
builders have done a magnificent job. Of all
world powers, only the United States has
more shipping today than before the war. It
seems a safe guess we shall emerge from the
war with about twice the dead-weight ton-
nage of merchant shipping Great Britain
will have.

These figures are no war secrets, being
based on public releases fromy the Office of
War Information.

In taking cognizance of this situation, in
outlining the facts and giving thought to
their implication, we must avoid any sem=-
blance of boasting. While we are properly
proud of the skill, ingenuity, and success of
our shipbuilding industry, there is no ques-
tion but that we should be even more pleased
if circumstances had enabled the British and
our other allies to do as well. We want this
war won, and won as soon as possible, and
it could be won faster if the United Nations
had more ships. In calling attention to our
country’'s complete ascendancy on the seven
geas there is no .Intention to brag but only
to provide essential background for some
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serious thinking about the responsibilities
which we as a country will face, and which
our Navy will face, in the post-war world.

Holding the primary place among maritime
powers, which seems assured us, we shall be
confronted with many problems and with
many duties, both to ourselves and to the
world. A large share of the responsibllity
for solving those problems and for meeting
those obligations will fall inevitably to the
United States Navy. We must bear this fact
in mind in all our post-war thinking, through
all the discussions and negotiations concern-
ing naval disarmament which we know will
come,

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, in
reference to the amount of $8,840,000 for
this item which the commitiee has re-
ported I wish to explain to the Senate
that there are two appropriations here
for the Civil Service Commission. Last
year Congress appropriated $6,011,000 for
the ordinary work of the Commission,
that is, its usual work. Last year we ap-
propriated for salaries and expenses of
the national defense part of the Commis-
sion $13,285,362. The Commission this
year asks for a like sum, but the hump of
the work of the Commission has passed
by. The Commission cannot use as
much money as it used last year, and the
very arguments- made by my distin-
guished friend, the Senator,from Cali-
fornia [Mr, DownEeY], show that to be so,
for he does not ask for the full amount
which the House provided, but for
$2,265,000 less than the House provided.
Our committee went into this matter.
We had the House hearings before us.
We knew that the hump had been passed.

Mr. President, the action of the com-
mittee is not to be consfrued as a criti-
cism of the Civil Service Commission at
all. I suppose the Commission is doing
the best job it can in both its war work
and regular work, We have given the
Commission substantially the same
amount it had last year for its regular
work, I think there is a difference of
$206,000, a comparatively small differ-
ence between what the Commission had
last year and what we propose to provide
for the Commission this year. The Civil
Service Commission cannet possibly need
as much as it has asked for, and it could
not use it if we provided it, because it
cannot get the employees it wants. The
Commission has gotten over the hump of
its work for military purposes. There-
fore the committee saw fit to cut down
the amount to $8,000,000 at first. How-
ever, after we had agreed on the matter
in committee, the distinguished Senator
from Ohio [Mr. BurtoN] came forward
with three or four items—I do not re-
member the exact number—for which he
felt appropriation should be made. The
committee went into the matter very
carefully and, after examination, the
$840,000 the Senator from Ohio asked for
was granted. So that amount is now in
the bill. The very fact that the Senator
from California [Mr. DowNEY] desires
$2,265,000 less than the House allowed
shows that the House provisions ought to
be changed. 4

Mr, AIKEN. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Tun-
NELL in the chair). Does the Senator
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from Tennessee yield to the Senator from
Vermont? .

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield.

Mr. ATKEN. Would the Senator mind
repeating the purpose of the $840,000
which he recommends be added to the
$8,000,000? I happened to be called out
of the Chamber just as the Senator was
explaining that item. -

Mr. McKELLAR. I will do very much
better than explain the matter myself.
I will refer the Senator to our distin-
guished colleague the Senator from Ohio
[Mr. Burton], who is now standing im-
mediately behind the Senator from Ver-
m?nt and who will explain the matter
fully.

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I am
glad to respond fo the request for an
explanation of the $840,000 proposed to
be added to the committee amendment.
As the subcommittee recommended orig-
inally to the general Appropriations
Committee, the cut was from $12,995,504
to $8,000,000. I was not a member of the
subcommittee, but being a member of the
general Committee on Appropriations
and also of the Committee on Civil Serv-
ice, I made a special examination as to
where that cut would fall if it were ap-
plied to that extent. In that connection
I obtained from the Civil Service Com-
mission an analysis of where the entire
cut would fall. It would fall upon eight
items. Of those eight items, I picked
out three and a fraction of a fourth
which seemed to me absolutely essential,
I presented those four items to the full
Committee on Appropriations, of which
the distinguished acting chairman, the
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKELLAR],
had cslled a special meeting in order that
we might be sure to cover the whole
subject.

Those four jtems are as follows: The
first is an item of $350,000. This $350,-
000, if not appropriated here, would not
be available for working with the depart-
ments and agencies in order to improve
what they call the utilization of person-
nel now on the Federal pay roll.

After presentation of the Commis-
sion’s program in this field to the House
Committee on Appropriations, Repre-
sentative Joe StarNEs, of Alabama, asked
the following question in the House:

Do you not feel that that—

Referring to personnel utilization—
is probably the biggest problem that we have
in dealing with the matter of personnel dur-
ing the war period—the proper utilization of
manpower?

The Commission concurred in that
exoression by the Representative from
Alabama Apparently his views were
concurred in by the entire committee,
in view of the fact that the total amount
requested for this item was granted by
the House of Representatives. The
Commission’s program in this field is
also in line with the recommendations
made by the Joint Committee on Re-
duction of Nonessential Federal Expendi-
tures, of which the Senator from Vir-
ginia [Mr. By¥rpl is chairman. The
program is an attempt properly to utilize
the manpower already in civil service,
If the funds available for this activity
are reduced by $350,000, the effectiveness
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of the Commission’s work in this area
will be seriously impaired.

The Appropriations Committee felt
that was really an attempt to bring about
greater efficiency and a measure of econ-
omy recommended by the committee
headed by the Senator from Virginia
[Mr. Byro]l, We felt that to omit that
item would be short-sighted economy.

The second item is an item of $150,000.
If this $150,000 is not appropriated it
will not be available for classification
of positions in Washington, D. C,, and in
the field. As a result of funds appro-
priated by the Congress, the Civil Serv-
ice Commission has just begun to set
classification standards for field posi-
tions in an effort to eliminate the chaos
in the field, insofar as salaries are con-
cerned, to which the House Committee
on Appropriations referred in reporting
the Treasury-Post Office appropriation
bill for 1945. I shall read a paragraph
from the report of the committee. This
paragraph is the convincing paragraph
upon which our committee acted. The
House committee points out that in the
field there is chaos as between the em-
ployees of different departments. The
quotation from the House committee re-
port is as follows:

A number of the agencies appropriated
for in this bill have presented requests for
increases in their appropriations to cover the
cost of the reclassification of certain posi-
tions in the fleld service. The committee
is informed by representatives of these serv-
ices that other agencies in the Government
have classified similar positions in grades
paying higher salaries and they find they
are unable to keep their employees, who are
naturally attracted by the offers of higher

-pay in other agencles for the same work.

While the law governing reclassifications
places the final authority for the making of
such reclassifications for positions in the
District of Columbia exclusively in the Civil
Service Commission, it has dispersed this
authority and responsibility with respect to
reclassifications in the fleld service among
the heads of the several departments and
agencies. The natural result of such a law
is a reasonable degree of uniformity in the
matter of reclassifications in the depart-
mental service, but a very wide variance in
reclassifications in the field service. This
condition promotes a very unhealthy compe-
tition among the departments for personnel,
which is especially acute during pericds of
manpower shortage such as the present. It
not only promotes confusion among the va-
rious field services, resulting from the con=-
stant transfer of employees from one service
to another, but it creates a constant upward
trend in salary levels in the implementa-
tion of this competition among the several
departments. The committee believes the
appropriate legislative committee of the
House should give careful study to the un=-
satisfactory situation in the field service re-
sulting frpm the provisions o1 the existing
law, with a view of bringing about suitable
amendment of the law to remedy this situa-
tion,

If $150,000 is withdrawn from this
work, it will mean that the Commission’s
activities in connection with the classifi-
cation of field positions will be cut in
half,

Again, the Appropriations Committee
felt that to keep the field positions on
the same basis as between the different
departments was a constructive measure
.of economy.
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The third item is an item of $200,000.
At least $200,000 would no longer be
available, under ths proposed original
cut, for the Commission’s work in con=-
nection with the administration of the
refirement system. I think it is per-
fectly clear that this item should remain
in the appropriation. The proposed cut
would mean, for example, that on a con-
servative basis at least 250,000 claims for
refunds of amounts deposited in the re-
tirement account would be awaiting ac-
tion at the end of the fiscal year 1945.
It also would mean that there would be
delays running from 6 months to a year
in the handling of these claims for re-
funds. In addition, there would also be
delays in connection with the settling of
death claims and in the placing of retired
Federal employees on the annuity rolls.

The justification for those three items
seemed to be clear, beyond question. The
remaining $140,000 of $840,000 is merely
for the overtime allowance of 20 percent
in order to keep up with the $700,000 thus
restored to the bill,

Mr, AIKEN. Mr. President, if this
$840,000 is added, it will provide an ap-
propriation about $4,000,000 less than
the House allowed for the Civil Service
Commission, Will the Senator explain
what that $4,000,000 is taken from? I
suppose the Senator from Tennessee ex-
plained that matter while I was called out
of the Chamber,

Mr. BURTON. I have the correspond-
ing material here, if the Senator would
like me to proceed with it.

Mr. AIEKEN. I do not know what it
was.

Mr. McKELLAR. I shall be glad to
have thHe Senator proceed with the ex-
planation. I yield to him for that pur=

pose,

Mr. BURTON. This material relates
to the remaining four items which the
Committee on Appropriations omitted
after further consideration. It includes
the one which the Senator from Cali-
fornia [Mr. DownNEY] is now moving to
restore.

Mr. AIKEN. What are those four
items?

Mr. BURTON. The first item is the
one to which the Senator from California
referred. It amounts to $1,890,000.
That is the amount urged by the Com-
mission in connection with the recruiting
of personnel for the war agencies., If the
Senator would care to have me read a
brief statement into the REcorp, that will
explain it, although the Senator from
California already has done so.

Mr. AIKEN. Does the Civil Service
Commission itself recruit personnel for
the war agencies?

Mr. BURTON. 8o I understand.

Mr. ATKEN. I understand that these
agencies are fairly capable at recruiting
their own personnel.

Mr.DOWNEY. Mr, President, I donot
know who has the floor, but I ask who-
ever has the floor to yield to me.

Mr, McKELLAR, I yield to the Sena-
tor from California.

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, I can
speak with certainty only as to the con-
ditions on the Pacific coast, in Alaska,
and in Hawaii. In those areas our war
agencies throw almost entirely upon the
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Civil Service Commission the burden of
recruitment and replacement. The rep-
resentatives of both the Army and the
Navy have told me that the Civil Service
Commission has done a most excellent
job, and that they will feel most unhappy
if these funds are cut and if the service
which has been rendered by the Com-
mission is injured. .

I wish to say, Mr. President, that I
have had detailed and rather exhaustive
knowledge of conditions existing in the
West. I believe the personnel of the

. Civil Service Commission have done an
excellent job in replacement and recruit-
ment work. I know they have worked
long hours. I know they have insuffi-
cient staffs. So far as the West is con-
cerned, the most critical days still lie
ahead of us, we fear, because we do not
think the war with Japan is yet over.
We think the burden will increase.

I can say from my own personal knowl-
edge—I say this with some humility, but
yet with certainty—that the cutting of
the total fund by one-third, which is
what the proposed reduction amounts to,
will so increase the burden on the Civil
Service Commission in connection with
the replacement of personnel in the war
agencies, that the Commission simply
will not be able to perform the work it
will be called upon to do. The result
will be a most serious injury to the war
effort.

Mr. ATEEN. Mr. President, does the
Senator from Ohio know whether that
recruiting practice is followed over the
entire country?

Mr. BURTON. I understand that
practice is carried on. In the report
which I have here, a further statement is
made with respect to it which may in-
terest my colleague on the Civil Service
Committee.

Mr. AIKEN. In connection with the
proposed cut in the appropriation for
that purpose, what did the committee
have in mind with respect to the matter
of replacements? Did the committee
take the position that the various agen-
cies would do their own recruiting?

Mr. BURTON. Perhaps the acting
chairman of the committee, the Senator
from Tennessee [Mr. McKEeLLAr], will
state what the committee had in mind.
Of course, two-thirds of the fund would
remain; but the fact is that the commit-
tee had in mind reducing the amount by
one-third.

Mr. McEELLAR. Mr. President, the
Civil Service Commission asked for sub-
stantially what it had last year. It is
apparent to everyone that it does not
have the work to do this year that it had
last year. If it were to undertake to do
this year the amount of work which it
did last year, there would not be enough
employees in the country. The Com-
mission would have more money than it
could possibly use That is shown to a
very large extent by the amendment of
the distinguished Senator from Califor-
nia [Mr. Downey], who stated that he
offered an amendment providing for
$10,730,000, which is $2,265,000 less than
the House allowed for this item. There
is no charge of inefficiency or incom-
petency on the part of the Commission.
It simply has not that much work to do.
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Mr. AIEKEN. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield.

Mr. AIKEN. Does the committee be-
lieve that the Commission does not need
the money, and would not spend it if it
had it?

Mr. McKELLAR. I have no doubt
that it would not spend it. It could not
spend it if it had it. There is a very
great difference of opinion as to how
much is needed. It is purely for war
purposes. In the appropriation for its
regular and ordinary work the Commis-
sion would receive about $6,000,000. The
Civil Service Commission would receive
substantially all it had last year or asked
for this year.

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr, President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. McCKELLAR. 1 yield.

Mr. DOWNEY. Let me offer some fur-
ther figures to the distinguished Sznator
from Vermont. In reaching the figure
of $10,730,000 which I have placed in the
amendment I have offered as a substitute
for both the House and Senate provi-
sions, I have considered only the expected
replacements, and no new hiring. Re-
placements in the United States ecivil-
service work are now running at about
b percent a month. To be safe, we cal-
culated the replacements at only 4%
percent a month. Then we took the
most conservative figure that could be
agreed upon as to the cost of making
each replacement under those condi-
tions. That brings the total to $10,730,-
000. I am told that there was no de-
tailed information before the Appro-
priations Committee by which it reached
its figure of $8,840,000. The figure I am.
submitting, of $10,730,000, was based up-
on what we conservatively believe will
happen.

I should like to add while I have the
floor that literally hundreds of thou-
sands of civil-service workers have been
brought into the western part of the
United States, principally into Army and
Navy installations. They were brought
in by cooperation with civil-service agen-
cies in the various regions throughout the
United States. I know that a great
many arrangements have been worked
out in the New England region, for ex-
ample, and in the Middle West. So I
know that the Civil Service Commission
is performing a valuable function.

Mr. AIKEN. Suppose this appropria-
tion is not sufficient to do what the Sen-
ator from California feels might be re-
quired. Is there any reason why defi-
cieney appropriations could not be made
at a later date? Would it interfere with
the work if the appropriation were made
on the basis that if the amount were
insufficient, a deficiency appropriation
could be made later?

Mr. DOWNEY. As I understand, if
the figure is fixed at $8,840,000 instead of
$10,730,000, immediately about one-third
of the workers who are at the present
time engaging in recruitment and re-
placement work will have to be dis-
charged. I am trying to speak con-
servatively and realistically. I think
that would be a most serious injury to
the war effort of the Nation. I know
that would be true on the Pacific Coast.
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Mr, BURTON. Mr. President, to com-
ment on the matter a little further, my
distinguished colleague from Ve mont is
a member of the Civil Service Commit-
tee, together with the Sznator from
Tennessee [Mr. McEeLLAR], the Ssnator
from New York [Mr. MEap], and the Sen-
ator from California [Mr. DowNEY]——

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr, President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr, BURTON. I yield.

Mr. McEELLAR. The committee had
the benefit of all the hearings before the
House committee on this subject. It had
all the facts. We are all aware of the
fact that the hump in civil-service em-
ployment is over. It would not be pos-
sible to obtain as many employees during
the coming year as have been obtained
this year. It would be impossible to get
them. They do not exist. -

Mr. BURTON. To complete the dis-
cussion of this particular item, I wish
to emphasize to my colleagues on the
Civil Service Committee that in present-
ing these matters to the Appropriations
Committee I selected the four which
seemed to be the most striking and vital
of the group. This one involved a re-
duction of one-third of an item. If the
question were sent to conference, the
House would be enabled to discuss that
question on its merits. Even that one-
third impressed me as not being all in
the same class, For example, a reduc-
tion of one-third would involve two kinds
of activities. It is stated on behalf of
the Civil Service Commission that its
activities in connection with recruiting
for Pearl Harbor and for other key navy
yards, for War Department manufactur-
ing establishments, and for the Veterans’
Administration, including, of course,
hospitalization facilities, would be crip-
pled. That is the vital factor in the
argument.

On the other hand, it has been stated
that this would come at just the time
when Congress has under consideration
the enactment of veterans’' preference
legislation, which will place upon the
Commission important responsibilities
designed to protect the rights of veterans
to preference for Federal jobs. The
Commission states that if these proposed
cuts are made it will be absolutely im-
possible for it to discharge its responsi-
bilities in an expeditious manner.

The Commission is anticipating some-
thing which does not now exist. It
might very well be that if legislation
were enacted, and there were more pref-
erence work to be done, the Commission
would have a stronger claim at that time
than it has at this time.

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, it is a
dreary and dismal fact, but, in my opin-
ion, the Nation is failing in its respon-
sibility toward returning veterans. That
is true in California, at least. Hospitali-
zation, veterans’ service, and veterans’
reemployment are not functioning as
they should. It is a sad thing that while
we talk so patriotically, we cannot, by
our energy and vision, measure up to
our responsibilities. I know of hundreds
of sad cases of veterans who have been
wounded or made sick in the service of
their country, who are not receiving
proper attention in California. I have
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no doubt that there are tens of thou-
sands of such cases in the United States.
Let me say to the distinguished Senator
from Ohio that this appropriation goes
directly to that problem. The number of
nurses and interns in veterans’ hospi-
tals, at least in California, is not suffi-
cient to afford decent treatment. We
have not been able to obtain the number
of Federal employees we need there.
The employees of the Commission have
been working overtime. I dread to think
what would happen if a reduction were
made in the personnel.

Mr. BURTON, Mr. President, to com-
plete the reply to the Senator from Ver-
mont on the other three items involved,
which are not presented by the Senator
from California, they may be briefly
summarized as follows:

One of them is $1,000,000, which will
not be available to investigate the suita-
bility and loyalty of persons selected for
key war positions.

Another is an item of $200,000 which
will not be available for use in connec-
tion with studies which the Commission
constantly makes in an effort to improve
its methods of doing business in connec-
tion with personnel, budget, purchasing,
and other staff and administrative
services.

The final item is $500,000, which will
not be available for travel in connection
with investigating activities for carrying
on the special recruiting programs for
such establishments as Pearl Harbor,
navy yards, and so forth, which are re-
lated to the other items.

I am recommending that we approve
the committee recommendation of
$8,840,000, but that the rest of the mat-
ters go to conference.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, in
conclusion let me say that the committee
has gone very carefully into this subject,
as shown by the rendarks of the Senator
from Ohio.- We did not act capriciously
in any way. When the Senator from
Ohio, who is a member of the Civil Serv-
ice Committee, brought before the Ap-
propriations Committee the items which
were important, and made his argument
to the committee, the committee agreed
to them, and we increased the amount
from $8,000,000 to $8,840,000.

In my opinion, the committee has
acted with great care. We have not dis-
approved what the Civil Service Com-
mission has done. We wish to help the
Commission in every way; but there is
no use in appropriating for it money
which admittedly it does not need. It
does not need as much as the House
has allowed. Therefore, I hope that the
committee amendment will not be
agreed to.

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I wish to
say a very brief word about the situa-
tion. I was absent from the city most
of the time while this bill was before the
committee. I was a member of the
funeral committee which went to Ore-
gon. My experience, I believe, is the
experience of every other Senator.
When we are away and miss something
it is almost impossible, with the burdens
of daily work, to go back and pick up
the threads and bring ourselves up to
date.
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I do not pretend to know what is the
precise amount which should be provided
with respect to this matter. My im-
pression was that the suggestion made
by the Senator from Ohio of lifting the
original Senate committee figure from
$8,000,000 to $8,840,000 was eminently
fair.

What impresses me is that if we ac-
cept the amendment now offered by the
committee, and originally sponsored by
the Senator from Ohio, it will give to the
conference committee the very widest
latitude. There is a gap there between
the sum of $8,840,000 and approximately
$13,000,000. That would present to the
conference committee the fullest oppor-
tunity again to consider the matter,
weigh the evidence before the House
committee, and later before the Senate
committee, and reach what would be a
fair figure.

I have one other thought in mind. I
think this is an illustration—we meet it
over and over again—of the complete
unwillingness of any agency of the Gov-
ernment to let go of a dollar which it has
ever received. I do not blame the Civil
Service Commission for being reluctant
to take any cut. I doubt if they would
be qualified for their jobs if they were
not earnest and zealous in their work.
However, I feel that there is a tre-
mendous obligation resting on the Con-
gress to cut expenses wherever it is pos-
sible. I urge that in the present instance
as an additional reason why the whole
matter, with wide range of authority,
should be in the conference committee,
and I have faith that the conference
committee will do justice to all con-
cerned. I very much hope that the
amendment of the Senator from Cali-
fornia will not be agreed to, but that the
figure recommended by the committee
will have the approval of the Senate,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment of the Senator from California
[Mr. DowNEY] to the committee amend-
ment, as modified, on page 9, line 11.

The amendment to the amendment
was rejected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question now recurs on agreeing to the
committee amendment on page 9, line 11,

‘as modified.

Mr. AIEKEN, Mr. President, what is
the question now before the Senate?

Mr. McKELL.AR. The question now is
on agreeing to the committee amend-
ment on page 9, line 11, as modified,
changing the figure to $8.840,000.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the committee
amendment as modified. .

The amendment as modified was
agreed to. ;

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—
ENROLLED BILL

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Chaffee, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the
Speaker had affixed his signature to the
enrolled bill (S, 1285) fo facilitate voting,
in time of war, by members of the land
and naval forces, members of the mer-
chant marine, and others, absent from
the place of their residence, and to
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amend the act of September 16, 1942, and

for other purposes.

EXECUTIVE AND INDEPENDENT OFFICES
APPROPRIATIONS

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 4070) making appro-
priations for the executive office and
sundry independent executive bureatis,
boards, commissions, and offices, for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1945, and for
other purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will state the next committee
amendment.

The next amendment of the committee
was on page 9, after line 17, to insert:

No part of the appropriations herein made
to the Civil Service Commission shall be
avallable for the salaries and expenses of the
Legal Examining Unit in the Examining and
Personnel Utilization Division of the Com-
mission, established pursuant to Executive
Order No. 9358 of July 1, 1943,

Mr. EURTON. Mr. President, I should
like respectfully to object to the amend-
ment. It was discussed in our commit-
tee meeting, and, although it was not re-
considered at the time we held a special
meeting on this subject, I reserved the
right to raise the guestion on the floor
of the Senate for two reasons:

First, allow me to state what the sub-
stance of the amendment is. I object to
it on its merits, and particularly on the
ground that it should be handled through
the Civil Service Commitiee as regular
legislation, rather than as a part of an
appropriation bill,

What this amendment does is to pro-
hibit the spending of any money for the
Legal Examining Unit in the Civil Service
Commission; that is to say, it prohibits
from now on any civil-service examina-
tions of lawyers. It seems to me that it
amounts to a matter of substance. Some
lawyers employed by the Government
now take civil-service examinations and
some do not. The amendment would re-
quire a change in that policy; and it
would seem to me that in line with the
steps taken about a year ago the matter
should be left to the civil-service com-
mittees and the other standing commit-
tees of Congress to make recommenda-
tions upon the subject.

A few years ago there was appointed by
the President a special committee, under
the chairmanship of Mr. Justice Stanley
Reed, to make recommendations for
civil-service improvement. That com-
mittee made a recommendation that law-
yers be put under civil service.

There was a division in the committee
as to the mechanics for handling such
examinations. One group recommended
that there be a board which would have
priority over the Civil Service Commis-
sion, and another group recommended
that the procedure be through the Civil
Service Commission. The Appropria-
tions Committee of the House, I believe it
was, objected to acting upon an appro-
priation for the board of examiners until
after the matter had been passed upon as
a question of substantive law.

A bill was thereupon introduced in the
House and passed by it to authorize the
creation of a board of legal examiners.
When the bill reached the Senate it was
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referred to the Civil Service Committee
of the Senate. It was considered at
length by that committee. There was
divided opinion in the committee, and a
majority of its members was against a
recommendation of the bill. Therefore,
as the matter now stands there is no
appropriation pending to provide for the
creation of a board of legal examiners,
and that is as it should be.

On the other hand, there are funds
available for continuing the work of the
regular legal examining unit. It seems
to me that the Appropriations Committee
is reversing its policy when it now under-
takes to pass upon the subject as a mat-
ter of law, abolish the existing procedure
of examining: by a legal examining unit,
and prevent civil-service examinations
being held without first referring that
matter to the Civil Service Committees of
the House and the Senate for the purpose
of letting them pass upon the merits of
the legislation. Therefore, I believe it
would be consistent with the previous
action of the Appropriations Committee
not to act on any change proposed in the
legal examining method until it had been
first acted upon by the standing commit-
tees dealing with that particular subject.
Therefore, I believe we should vote down
any such action, at least in connection
with the pending bill.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, the
Senator from Chio has stated the history
of this particular board. There has been
a difference of opinion about it. Most
lawyers, I believe, correctly feel that law-
yers employed by the Government should
be selected by men who are learned in the
law and who know something about the
legal profession.

How in the world can a civil-service
agent sent'to New York, or to Memphis,
or to any other city in the country, de-
termine as to the ability and qualifica-
tions of lawyers who are to work for the
Government? To my mind it is idle;
we are just throwing away time and
money in making such investigations as
that. Therefore, the Department of
Justice was very much in favor of a
board of legal examiners; such a board
was established by Executive order and,
if it had been allowed to operate under
the Department of Justice, in my judg-
ment it would have done a splendid work,
I hope that the problem may be solved
along that line, but the idea of the Civil
Service Commission reporting on law-
yers and their ability and fairness and
their relative qualifications, to my mind,
is something that cannot be done.
Probably it ought to be left to lawyers to
ascertain what kind of lawyer should be
employed in the Government service,

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. McKELLAR, 1 yield.

Mr. BURTON. I recall that the mat-
ter came before the Civil Service Com-
mittee, and I may say that I agreed with
the Senator from Tennessee,

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator did
and we voled together.

Mr, BURTON. 1 supported the board
of legal examiners, but that was voted
down. Now what I understand has
taken place is that a board of legal ex-
aminers is, as a matter of fact, acting
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in an advisory capacity to the Civil Serv-
ice Commission, and the Civil Service
Commission is having the benefit of that
procedure, although the Commission is
not now under the control of the board
as it would have been under the plan
originally proposed. So I believe we are
getting the benefit of examination by
lawyers, but, if we cut off all civil-service
examination, it seems to me that we then
throw the whole matter open, do away
with veterans’ preferences, and create a
position which is not sound.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, the
Departments of Justice, State, and Com-
merce and Labor appropriation bill is
before the Appropriations Committee at
this time, and I hope it may be worked
out in the Department of Justice section
of the appropriation bill in such a way
that the question may be properly set-
tled. But surely we ought not to have
legal examiners, from another State or-
dinarily, going into a city to find out
about lawyers. It is very difficult for
such an examiner to pass upon the abil-
ity of lawyers. It is wrong, according
to my opinion.

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, when the
bill establishing a board of legal exam-
iners came before the Civil Service Com-
mittee I did not agree with the Senator
from Tennessee or the Senator from Ohio
on it, because I could not see why lawyers
should be set aside as a privileged class,
to be selected by a board of their own
members, and particularly when the
board had powers greater than the Civil
Service Commission itself. If that is
done for the lawyers, there is no reason
why accountants should not say that
their members in Federal employ should
be selected by a special board of account-
ants, and why employees of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture should not be se-
lected by a board of farmers, and so on.
So I opposed the entire bill, and I be-
lieve we will be very wise to oppose also
this propesed amendment.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I
recognize that there are arguments on
both sides of this question as to how legal
talent to be taken into the Government
service should be secured. It sesms to
me, however, that that matter should be
determined by the legislative committees
of the respective Houses. The effect of
this amendment will be to strike down
the only method which we now have in
existence for the selection of lawyers for
employment in the Government service.
I think it should be pointed out that the
Civil Service Commission is now passing
upon and is the screening agency through
which come many of the other profes-
sional and scientific persons employed by
the Government. It seems to me, espe-
cially in view of the statement made by
the Senator from Ohio [Mr, BurToNnl,
that the Civil Service Commission is se-
curing the benefit of the advice of the
examining board, that we should not in
the interim while this confroversy is go-
ing on as to what method should be em-
ployed put a stop to the only machinery
which is now in operation for the selec-
tion of legal personnel for the Govern-
ment service on a merit basis.

Mr. McEELLAR. Mr. President, I
hope the amendment will be agreed to.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the committee
amendment. [Putting the question.]
By the sound the ayes seem to have it.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask for a divi-
sion.

Mr. EASTLAND. I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll,

The legislative clerk called the roll,
and the following Senators answered to
their names:

Alken Ferguson Pepper
Andrews George Radcliffe
Austin Gillette Revercomb
Balley Gurney Robertson
Bankhead Hatch Russell
Barkley Hawkea Shipstead
Brewster Hayden Stewart
Bridges Hill Taft

Brocks Holman Thomas, Idaho
Buck Johnson, Colo, Thomas, Utah
Burton Kilgore Tobey
Bushfield La Follette Tunnell
Byrd Langer Vandenberg
Capper MecCarran Wagner
Clark, Idsho McClellan Whaleh, N. J.
Clark, Mo. McFarland Weeks
Connally McKellar Wheeler
Danaher Maloney Wherry
Davis Mead ‘White
Downey Millikin Willis
Eastland O'Mahoney Wilson
Ellender Overton

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-
five Senators have answered to their
names. A quorum is present.

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I ask
that the Chair state the pending ques-
tion. g

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A divi-
sion was called for on the committee
amendment at the bottom of page 9.

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, the
committee amendment at the bottom of
page 9, I believe, should not be adopted
for two reasons: First, I believe it should
be acted upon by the proper legislative
commitiee of the Senate before it is
presented to the Senate; and, second, I
believe that on its merits it is not a
sound provision. The substance of the
provision or amendment is that—

Ho part of the appropriations herein made
for the Civil Service Commission shall be
available for the salaries and expenses of
the Legal Examining Unit in the Examining
and Personnel Utilization Division of the
Commission.

In other words, by failure to appropri-
ate it abolishes all civil-service examina-
tions in the selection of lawyers for Gov-
ernment service.

Mr. President, this is a matter which
has been under consideration by the Con-
gress for some time. The history of it
explains the situation simply, I think.
In 1941 the President received a report
from a special committee on civil-service
improvement, headed by Mr. Justice
Stanley Reed That committee recom-
mended that lawyers be brought under
the civil-service system. There has been
a controversy over the manner of exami-
nation.

In connection with the first appropria-
tion made to carry out the plan advo-
cated by a majority of the special com-
miitee, provision was made for a board
of legal examiners, but the Appropri-
ations Committee of the House pointed
out that they would decline to appro-
priate further until the legislative com-
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mittees of the Houses of Congress had
acted upon the matter, and a bill had
been passed which would authorize the
creation of a board of legal examiners.
Since that time the House has passed
and authorized the creation of a board
of legal examiners. . When the bill
reached the Senate, the Senate com-
mittee turned it down. Therefore at the
present time the lawyers are being ex-
amined by the regular agencies of the
Civil Service Commission, with the mem-
bers of the board of legal examiners act-
ing in an advisory capacity, thereby giv-
ing the Commission the benefit of their
advice, but not controlling their final
action,

If, however, the appropriations bill
contains this provision abolishing even
that form of examination, then the ap-
propriations bill itself will abolish all
examinations for lawyers. This would
be contrary to the recommendations of
the Reed committee, and would result
in the return of lawyers to a patronage
basis, making impossible the application
to them of the veterans’ preference pro-
visions already in the statutes.

For years there have been some lawyers
who have been chosen through civil-
service examinations. They would no
longer be chosen under civil-service pro-
cedure. The amendment would also
eliminate the services of lawyers more re-
cently placed under the civil service.
Therefore T believe this provision should
not be approved in the pending bill, be-
cause it has not yet had the approval
of the legislative committee of the Sen-
ate, and I believe that on the merits it is
not sound to abolish all civil-service ex-
aminations for lawyers in the Federal
service.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr, President, this
provision does not interfere with the
civil-service status of lawyers already in
the service. It merely provides that no
part of the money herein appropriated
shall be used for the purpose of conduct-
ing such examinations.

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield a moment?

Mr. McEELLAR. Certainly.

Mr. BURTON. I did not mean to say
it would affect those already in the civil
service, but it would affect any new ap-
plications for appointments to positions
in the Federal service which for years
have come under civil-service examina-
tion procedure.

Mr. McKELLAR. It would affect
them. The Senator will recall that there
was great doubt on this question in the
minds of the members of the first com-
mittee appointed. Mr. Justice Reed and
some of his associates looked at the mat-
ter one way, and some the other way.
The fact is that the legislative committee
of the Senate did not act on the subject,
did not present it to the Senate, and it
has not been presented to the Senate,
and we are merely going along getting
lawyers for the Government selected by
civil service.

To my mind, it would not have been
possible to choose a way more improper
than by the ordinary civil-service exam-
iner going into a town and undertaking
to ascertain anything about a lawyer, in
an effort to find whether he should be in
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the civil service or not. We have seen
some of the results of that kind of pro-
cedure.

Furthermore, I have no doubt that if
the provision proposed shall be agreed to,
as it should be agreed to, the proper
legislative committee will report a bill
providing for a legal examining board,
and that hereafter good lawyers will be
secured through examination before that
board. ;

Mr. BAREKLEY. Will the Senator
from Tennessee yield?

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield.

Mr. BARELEY. As I recall, when a
year or two ago we passed a bill broaden-
ing the civil service, taking into the civil
service nearly everyone in the Govern-
ment employ, we exempted from the pro-
visions United States district attorneys
and their assistants.

Mr. McEELLAR. We did.

Mr. BARKLEY. On the theory that
the best way to select a good lawyer was
not to put hir through the ordinary
civil-service examination.

Mr. McCEELLAR. The Senator is ex-
actly correct.

Mr., BARELEY. Which might not al-
ways reveal a man's capacity for dealing
with the duties of a legal position.

I do not know that the lawyers chosen
in the manner now provided are re-
quired to go up against the ability of the
bar in the trying of cases in court, as in
the case of United States attorneys and
assistant attorneys, but I imagine that
perhaps some of them are. I do not wish
to have the legal profession assume that
the appointment of lawyers is a matter
of patronage.

Mr, McEELLAR. Nor do I. -

My, BARKLEY, I think that would be
most unfortunate.

Mr. McKELLAR. I think a board
should be appointed in the Department
of Justice.

Mr. BARKLEY. I think there should
be a legal examining board somewhere
to pass upon the qualifications of appli-
cants, and pass upon them in the light
of the special ability required of lawyers
to do given jobs. If I can feel sure that
that will be done in the regular way,
whether in the pending bill or in some
other measure, I shall be inclined to vote
for the amendment.

Mr. McKELLAR. I shall do every-
thing in the world possible to have a
board legally established, and with the
proper grade of employees, to examine
lawyers, so that the very best possible
attorneys may be obtained for Govern-
ment work.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi-
dent, will the Senator from Tennessee
yield?

Mr, McKELLAR. I yield,

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I shall vote
for the Senator’s amendment, because I
do not think the Civil Service Commis-
sion is in any way competent to pass on
the qualifications of lawyers. But I hope
the Senator will pursue the suggestion
made by the Senator from Kentucky and
the suggestion he himself has just made,
because I am frank to say that I am no
better satisfied with Justice Frankfurter
selecting all the lawyers in the Govern-
ment than in having the Civil Service
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Commission select them. I think there
should be some board somewhere com-
petent to pass on the qualifications of
lawyers.

Mr. McKELLAR. I think so.

Mr. CLAREK of Missouri. I am not
satisfied with either the Civil Service
Commission or Justice Frankfurter,

Mr. McKELLAR. I thank the Senator
for his suggestion. Ungquestionably, in
my opinion, the amendment should be
agreed to. I can only say to the Senate
that I shall use my best endeavors to see
that a legal board of examiners is estab-
lished, one which can select properly
qualified lawyers to provide for the Gov-
ernment’s necessities.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment of the committee.

Mr. BURTON. Mr, President, I ask
for the yeas and nays. This is a sub-
stantial matter, one of importance, and
I think we should have a yea-and-nay
vote on it.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. MCEELLAR. Mr. President, I may
say before the vote is taken that the
vote is on the commitiee amendment,
and those who desire to sustain it; and
not have lawyers examined by the Civil
Service Commission, will vote “yea.” I
hope the amendment will prevail.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the committee
amendment, beginning in line 18, on
page 9. The yeas and nays have been
ordered, and the clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to call
the roll.

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was
called). I have a general pair with the
junior Senator from Eentucky [Mr.
CuanpLER]. 1 do not know how he would
vote on this question if he were present.
I transfer my pair to the senior Senator
from Nebraska [Mr. BuTLErR]l, and will
vote. I vote “yea.”

Mr, HAYDEN (when his name was
called). I have a general pair with the
senior Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
N¥yE]l. Iunderstand that if he were pres-
ent, he would vote as I intend to vote.
Therefore I am at liberty to vote. I vote
“YB&.'-’

Mr. WAGNER (when his name was
called). I have a general pair with the
Senator from Kansas [Mr, Reepl. I
transfer that pair to the Senator from
Illinois [Mr. Lucas]l. I am not advised
how he would vote if present and voting,
I vote “nay.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Virginia
[Mr. Grass] and the Senator from South
Carolina [Mr. SmIiTH] are absent from
the Senate because of illness.

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr.
Bireol, the Senator from Washington
[Mr. Bongl, and the Senator from Olla-
homa [Mr, THomas] are detained in var-
ious Government departments on mat-
ters pertaining to their respective States,

The Senator from Montana [Mr. Mug-
rAY] is detained in a committee meeting.

The Senator from Maryland [Mr,
Typings] has been called from the Sen=
ate to attend an important conference.
I am advised that if present and voting,
he would vote “yea.”
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The Senator from Arkansas [Mrs.
Carawayl, the Senator from New Mex-
ico [Mr. Cuavez], the Senator from
Rhode Island [Mr. Greenl, the Senator
from Pennsylvania [Mr. GuFrFeyl, the
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Lucasl, and
the Senator from Massachusett. [Mr,
Warse] are detained on public business.

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr.
CHANDLER ], the Senator from Rhode Is-
land |Mr. Gerry], the Senator from In-
diana [Mr. Jacksoxn], the Senator from
South Carolina [Mr. MAYBANK], the Sen-
ator from Utah [Mr. Murpock], the Sen-
ator from Texas [Mr. O'Danier], the
Senator from Maryland [Mr, RADCLIFFE],
the Senator from North Carclina [Mr,
ReynoiLps], and the Senator from Ne-
vada [Mr. ScrucHAM] are necessarily
absent.

The Senator from Washington [Mr.
WaLLGreN] and the Senator from Mis-
souri [Mr, TrumaN] are absent on official
business.

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator from
Minnesota [Mr. Barr], the Senator from
‘Nebraska [Mr. Burierl, the Senator
from Oregon [Mr. Gorponl, the Senator
from Oklahoma [Mr., Moogrel, the Sena-
tor from North Dakota [Mr. Nyel, the
Senator from Kansas [Mr. Reepl, and
the . Senator from Wisconsin [Mr.
WiLey] are necessarily absent.

I am advised that the Senator from
Nebraska [Mr. Burter] and the Sena-
tor from Oregon [Mr. Gorbon] would
vote “yea” if present.

The result was announced—yeas 49,
nays 15, as follows:

YEAS—49
Andrews Gurney Russell
Bailey Hatch Shipstead
Ban| Hawkes Stewart
Barkley Hayden Taft
Bridges Holman Thomas, Idaho
- Brooks Johnson, Colo. Thomas, Utah
Buck Kilgore Tobey
Bushfield MeCarran Tunnell
Byrd McClellan Walsh, N. J.
Capper McFarland Weeks
Clark, Mo. McEellar Wheeler
Connally Maloney Wherry
Davis Millikin White
Eastland O'Mahoney Willis
Ellender Overton Wilson
George Revercomb
Gillette Robertson

NAYS8—15
Alken Danaher Langer
Austin Downey Mead
Brewster Ferguson Pepper
Burton Hill Vandenberg
Clark, Idsho La Follette Wagner
. NOT VOTING—32
Ball Gufley Reed
Bilbo Jackson Reynolds
Bone Johnson, Calif, Scrugham
Butler Lucas Smith
Caraway Maybank Thomas, Okla.
Chandler Moore Truman
Chavez Murdock Tydings
Cordon Murray Wallgren
Gerry Nye Walsh, Mass,
Glass O'Daniel Wiley
Green Radcliffe

So the amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will state the next amendment of
the committee.

The next amendment was, under the
heading “Federal Communications Com-
mission,” on page 11, line 18, before the
word “maintenance”, to strike out “pur-
chase (nof to exceed seven”; in line 20,
after the word “expenses”, to insert “not
to exceed $39,000"; and on page 12, line
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2, after the word “amended”, to strike
out “$2,209,000” and insert “$2,000,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 12,
line 18, before the word “not”, to strike
out “not to exceed 20 passenger-carrying
automobiles."”

The amendment was agreed to.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, one of its
reading clerks, communicated to the
Senate the intellicence of the death of
Hon. James A. O'Leary, late a Represent-
ative from the State of New York, and
transmitted the resolutions of the House
thereon. !

The message announced that the
House had agreed to the report of the
committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendments of the Senate to the hill
(H. R. 2836) to grant increases in com-
pensation to substitute employees in the
Postal Service, and for other purposes,

EXECUTIVE AND INDEPENDENT OFFICES
APPROPRIATIONS .

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 407)) making appro-
priations for the Executive Office and
sundry independent executive bureaus,
boards, commissions, and offices, for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1945, and for
other purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The nexy
committee amendment will be stated.

The next amendment was, on page 13,
line 1, before the word “Provided”, to
strike out “$4,491,143” and insert “$4,-
101,143.”

Mr. MEAD.  Mr. President, I have an
amendment—— .

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, may I
inquire whether the amendment in line
2, on page 12, was agreed to?

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
amendment was agreed to.

Mr. BARKLEY. That amendment is
involved with the amendment which the
Senator from New York now proposes
to offer,

Mr. MEAD. I have an amendment,
Mr. President, which covers that matter.

Mr. BARKLEY, The committee
amendment having been agreed to when
it was reached, and it being involved in
the same situation as the amendment
which the Senator from New York pro-
poses to offer on page 13, I think the vote
by which the committee amendment on
page 12, line 2, ‘was agreed to should be
reconsidered so the whole subject may
be considered together.

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, I have re-
ferred to only one amendment, but I
think the Senator is absolutely correct.

Mr. BARKLEY. We cannot agree to
an amendment and then later agree to
another amendment which nullifies our
action on the first one, Therefore, Mr.
President, I ask unanimous consent that
the vote by which the amendment on
page 12, line 2, was agreed to, be recon-
sidered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? The Chair hears none, and
it is so ordered.

The
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Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, I am about
to offer an amendment which I trust will
be given consideration by this body, and
which affects the various reductions
which heve been made both by the House
and the Senate committee in the appro-
priation for the Federal Communications
Commission. The amendments by which
the House reduced the appropriation for
this agency includes the following:
$1,000,000 from the Radio Intelligence
Division; .$500,000 from the Foreign
Broadcast Intelligence Service; $113,607
for new positions requested; $21,897 for
the Personnel Division: $19.353 for the
Budget and Planning Division.

The Senate committee further reduced
the appropriation by $209,000, which is
recommended to be taken from the regu-
lar appropriation to be applied to un-
specified activities, and $300,000 from the
national defense appropriation to be ap-
plied to unspecified activities.

_ Altogether, the total reductions result-
ing from the seven Senate committee and
House amendments amount to $2,163,857.

Mr. President, at this point I send to the
desk and offer an amendment on page 13,
line 1. I propose that in leu of the mat-
ter proposed the figure “$6,146,000” be in-
serted, as against “$4,191,143.” I should
like to have ‘the clerk read the amend-
ment for the benefit of the Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
amendment will be read.

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 13, line 1,
in lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted by the committee amendment, it
is proposed to insert “$6,146,000.”

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, if the
amendment is adopted there should also
be adopted an amendment to the com-
mittee amendment on page 12, line 2,
namely, the figure “$2,000,000” in line 2
should be stricken out, and the figure
€ ”

$2,209,000” inserted in lieu thereof.

I shall discuss the entire question now,
and then shall return first to the amend-
ment on page 12, and later to the amend-
ment which I have offered, which encom-
passes practically all the amendments,

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr., MEAD. I promised to yield first
to the Senator from Washington. I yield
now to him. Next I will yield to the Sena-
tor from New Hampshire.

Mr. BONE. Mr. President, before the
Senator explains the purport of his
amendment I should like to understand
one matter clearly. I understand that
the Senator from New York has indi-
cated that the total reduction in the ap-
propriation for this agency, both as the
result of the Senate committee action and
as the result of the House action, is ap-
proximately $2,000,000. Is that correct?

Mr. MEAD. That is correct.

Mr. BONE. That figure includes the
$500,000 cut recommended by the Senate
committee; does it?

Mr. MEAD. Yes; approximately.

Mr. BONE. I wish to have that point
made clear, so that as we approach this
matter we shall understand that the Fed-
eral Communications Commission has
had $2,000,000 cut from its budget by the
action of the House and of the Senate
committees.

Mr, MEAD. That is correct.
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Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. MEAD. I am glad to yield.

Mr, BRIDGES. In effect, what the
Senator’s amendment would do would be
merely to add $2,000,000 more to the funds
which will be used by an agency which, as
has been clearly shown in the Appropria-
tions Committee hearings, is duplicating
the work of other agencies, and which
is opposed by the War Department, the
Navy Department, and other departments
which have the winning of the war under
their direction. Is that not correct?

Mr. MEAD. It is not.

Mr. BRIDGES. Very well; I ask the
Senator to explain why.

Mr. MEAD. That is what I was about
to do when the Senator asked the privi-
lege of the floor, in order to tell me where
he stood. If I may have the patience and
the attention of the Senator, I shall do
my best to explain why I have offered
the amendment.

Mr, BRIDGES. The Senator will not
convince me; I assure him of that,

Mr. MEAD. I should like to have the
Senator’s patience and forbearance until
I explain what I have in mind.

Mr. BRIDGES. Certainly, but in this
matter I shall go along with the recom-
mrendations of the men who are handling
our part in the war.

Mr. MEAD. That is fine. I am very
glad to have that information.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield there?

Mr. MEAD. I am glad to yield to the
distinguished majority leader.

Mr. BARKLEY. Since the Senator
from New Hampshire is going along with
the recommendations of the War Depart-
ment and the Navy Department, it might
be pertinent to suggest that the President
of the United States, to whom those sug-
gestions were made, did not go along, but
declined to transfer this activity from the
Federal Communications Commission to
them, for reasons which he stated in his
letter.

Mr. MEAD. And the high-ranking
military officer in charge of our Signal
Corps, after an investigation of the sub-
ject, made a very commendable report on
the activity of this agency.

Mr. McKELLAR, Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. MEAD. I am very glad to yield
to the distinguished acting chairman of
the Appropriations Committee.

Mr. McKELLAR, I wish to say that
it was the opinion of the committee
that there was a difference of opinion
between the President and the Secre-
tary of War and the Secretary of the
Navy, and that, as a matter of fact, it
was shown that this work is done by the
Army and the Navy, and it was un-
doubtedly shown that there was dupli-
cation., We gave Mr. Fly 2 or 3 days
before the committee to establish his
claim, with maps, plans, specifications,
and testimony. I am sure the Senator
will recall that he was given every pos-
sible opportunity to submit reasons why
there was no duplication. Such reasons
were never presented to the committee.
I do not think anyone would deny that
there is duplication.
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Mr. MEAD. I know that the distin-
guished acting chairman of our com-
mittee gave Mr. Fly unlimited time; and
I am sure he would satisfy Mr. Fly a
little better if he gave him less time and
more money to operate the agency.

Mr. McEELLAR. I am sure of that.

Mr. BONE, Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. MEAD. I yield.

Mr. BONE. I do not wish to guide
this discussion into other channels, but
I was tremendously intrigued by the
statement of my friend from New Hamp-
shire [Mr. Brioces]. I hope he will come
closer while I delicately suggest a little
fact of Senate history to him.

My able friend from New Hampshire
suggested that in this matter he wished
to follow the advice of the executive
heads of the defense departments, the
Army and Navy. I assume that he feels
that their judgment is not to be chal-
lenged, and that the infinitude of their
wisdom and the plenitude of their powers
are such as to induce immediate com-
pliance on our part with their sugges-
tions.

Let me say to my good friend that a
few years ago in the Senate—and I think
he was then a Member—I made bold to
rise on the floor of the Senate and to
defend a proposal which I had intro-
duced in the form of a bill. At that
time, when war clouds were hovering
ominously over the world, and every sane
person knew that there was a strong
possibility of this country being incon-
tinently plunged into war, I was deeply
impressed with the belief that war was
near. I then suggested fo my Senate
brethren that we immediately expand
our arsenals and navy yards to such a
degree as at least to be able to take
care of the peacetime needs of the coun-
try. This would have given us a great
back-log of preparedness in the way of
new and vitally needed equipment and
war facilities,

I proposed that we at once get rid of

.all the old machinery, old buildings, and

old equipment, and modernize our arse-
nals and navy yards. I suggested, fur-
thermore, that we lay in an enormous
stock of jigs, dies, tools, and machine
fixtures, and store them in warehouses,
s0 that on a moment’s notice we could
tool factories and arm this country to
the teeth. Men connected with the ma-
chine-tool industry came to me at that
time and said that that would be manna
from heaven for them. Thousands of
machinists were walking the streets.
They would have been more than glad
to have jobs producing vital machine
tools. I wanted to see the machine tools
fabricated and stored in warehouses so
that if we should be plunged into war,
as we finally were at Pearl Harbor, we
could proceed to arm the country over-
night by putting those machine tools to
work immediately.

I now ask the Senator from New
Hampshire who he thinks opposed thaé
proposal? Perhaps he knows.

Mr. BRIDGES. I do not know.

Mr, BONE, I am curious to know
what sort of a guess he would make as
to who opposed what I then thought and
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now know was a very sound and patriotic
proposal. I wanted my country armed.

Mr. BRIDGES. Based upon my ex-
perience in 1937, when, in conjunction
with the then Senator Berry, of Tennes-
see, I introduced a bill to prohibit the
shipment of scrap iron and steel to
Japan, which was opposed by the ad-
ministration and by certain appeasers
in this country, I should say that prob-
ably it was the administration which
opposed the Senator's proposal.

Mr., BONE. Let me digress to say to
my good brother from New Hampshire
that if he can find any Member of this
body more eager in his efforts to stop
that sort of business and more eager to
suppress men who were making money
out of that bloody kind of traffic than
his humble friend from Washirgton I
wish he would name him.

I have repeatedly stood on this floor
and with a fervor that registered 800
in the shade denounced arming our po-
tential enemies. I saw millions of tons
of scrap steel going through the ports of
the Pacific coast to arm Hirohito and give
him a navy that now menaces this Re-
public. I saw oil and many other things
going to Japan, and I denounced such
traffic as a vicious thing. The same
thing was frue about our helping to arm
Germany. But businessmen in this
country were making money out of it.
It was officialdom in the Army and Navy
which objected to my proposal to arm
this country long before the war hit us,
by bigger and better arsenals and navy
yards. My machine-tool proposal fell on
deaf ears.

So when the Senator says to me that
the Army and the Navy are opposed to
something, I merely refresh his memory
by some interesting sidelights on this
war picture. If my advice had been fol-
lowed at that time, we should have had
arsenals and Navy vards with vastly in-
creased capacities. We should have had
great stocks of machine tools stored away
so that we would not have run into the
machine-tool bottleneck which we ex-
perienced when war hit us.

This is not an argument against the
Army and Navy leaders, but it is at least
a persuasive argument, in my judgment,
against the impeccability of their views.
I will not accept the view of any depart-
ment as a finality., There is no such
thing. What our businessmen sold to
Hitler and Hirohito is now coming back
to us in bloody “bundles for America.”

I think the Federal Communications
Commission has done a good job in this
war. I know that it has done a good job
in monitoring and chasing down the elu-
sive shadows of dangerous ideologies and
important foreign broadcasts. I do not
believe we should indict the Commis-
sion’s work as being something not worth
while. It has made a valuable contribu-
tion to our war effort. No one knows
how many boys' lives may have been
saved by its efforts.

Mr, BRIDGES. Let me ask the Sen-
ator from Washington who he thinks
is better qualified to say whether or not
the Federal Communications Commis-
sion has been rendering good service in
aid of the war effort—the War and Navy
Departments, or the Scnator ifrom
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Washington and the Senator from New
York?

Mr. BONE. I think there is room in
this pattern of war for exactly what the
Federal Communications Commission
has been doing, and I cannot agree with
the Senator that because the War and
Navy Departments object to something,
that position is necessarily sound. I
think our experience has demonstrated
that it is not. The Senator is not ac-
curate in saying that the War and Navy
Departments are a part of this political
administration. Those Departments are
largely headed by West Point and An-
napolis men, many of them prominent
Republicans. The heads of these two
Departments are also old-line Repub-
licans.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I appre-
ciate this contribution. I wish to take
this opportunity to insert in the REcorp
some information which will indicate
that some of the authorities interested
in the prosecution of the war, including
the Commander in Chief himself, have
passed on this question and have ap-
proved the position taken by the Fed-
eral Communications Commission, and
have commended that agency for its
splendid services and for its cooperation
with the agencies of Government having
to do with the war,

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. MEAD. I am glad to yield for a
question.

Mr. BRIDGES. Does the Senator say
that Mr. Roosevelt, to whom he refers
as Commander in Chief, is running the
war, or that General Marshall, Secre-
tary Stimson, Admiral King, and Secre-
tary Enox are running it? Have we po-
litical domination in conducting the war,
or are the military and naval chiefs con-
ducting it?

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, I do not
know whether this is a collection of “$64"
questions, or whether it is merely another
evidence of the impatience of my dis-
tinguished colleague. At the outset I
said that I would try to answer him. I
did not have an opportunity to doso. I
again stated that I would take the floor,
deviate from my prescribed course, and
answer the Senator, when, lo and behold,
I was inundated with another flood of
questions. Now, if I start to answer
those questions, I trust that I shall enjoy
the patience of my colleagues until I shall
have answered them.

Mr. BRIDGES. I wish the Senator
would start with the last question, be-
cause it is fundamental. Are the Army
and Navy chiefs conducting this war, or
do we have political direction from the
White House?

Mr. MEAD. There is evidently no po-
litical association so far as the Secretary
of War or the Secretary of the Navy is
concerned. The Senator would not ad-
mit that there is any political affiliation
so far as either the Secretary of War or
the Secretary of the Navy is concerned.

Of course, they are above politics; but I*

take it from the Senator’s statement that
there may be some politics so far as the
Commander in Chief is concerned. Iam
only trying to discern the inferences in
the Senator’s statement.
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Mr. BRIDGES. I do not believe that
the Secretary of War, the Secretary of
the Navy, and their chiefs of staff, and
the various generals and admirals are
playing politics. They are trying to win
the war. I want Mr. Roosevelt to let
them conduct the war without inter-
ference and I do not want to see him on
an issue like this go over the heads of
those in actual direction of the Army
and Navy.

Mr. MEAD. Therefore, it is the Sena-
tor’s opinion that so far as the Secretary
of the Navy, Mr. Enox, and the Secretary
of War, Mr. Stimson, are concerned,
there is absolutely no politics whatever,
but that so far as the Commander in
Chief is concerned there is altogether too
much politics. I am very glad to have
that information because it will have
some effect on what I am trying to say.

Mr. President, the statement was made
that there was duplication, that all this
work was done by the War Department.
I wish to say in connection with that sug-
gestion that when the House cut the ap-
propriation by $1,000,000, on the sole
basis that the Commission was engaged
in military radio intelligence work which
duplicated the work of the armed forces,
the record did not support that position.
The record indicates that the Commis-
sion is not engaged in radio intelligence
of a military character. It is not en-
gaged in a work of a military character.
That is left entirely to the military.
There is no duplication. Military radio
intelligence is concerned with informa-
tion as to the plans of the enemy and the
disposition of its military forces insofar
as that information can be intercepted
by means of radio facilities.

In the early days of the war the in-
adequacy of our military preparation ex-
tended into the radio intelligence field.
The Commission experts who were en-
gaged in the job of guarding against
subversive, illegal radio operations were
at that time urgently requested by both
the Army and the Navy to lend them a
helping hand. They did so. That was
not duplication. It was an invitation
which was extended at that time, and the
Commission responded admirably.

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. MEAD. I yield.

Mr., HILL. The Senator from New
York has made the point I wanted to em-
phasize, namely, that the F. C. C. does
not enter the field of military intelligence
unless the Army or the Navy specifically
requests it to enter that field in order to
assist or to serve the Army or the Navy.

Mr. MEAD. That is correct.

Mr. President, as I said before, there
is no duplication. There have been in
times past, and there may be in the fu-
ture, isolated cases of the armed services
requesting the Commission to do a spe-
cific job. Only when it is requested to
do so, only when it is invited to do so,
will it join in the task assigned to it by
the Army and the Navy. But, certainly,
that does not involve duplication.

Mr, McKELLAR and Mr., TOBEY ad-
dressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from New York yield, and if so,
to whom?
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Mr. MEAD. I yield first to the act-
ing chairman of the Appropriations
Committee [Mr. McKELLAR],

Mr. McEELLAR. Mr. President, I
wish to say that if that is all this agency
is going to do, the appropriation re-
quested is a tremendous price to pay.
Both the Army and the Navy have a per-
fect system of monitoring, radioing, and
doing all this work themselves. As the
Senator will remember, the Chief of
Staff of the Army, General Marshall, and
the Chief of Naval Operations, Admiral
King, entered into an agreement that
they would take over the whole thing.
But that agreement died. So, as a war
effort, if the Chief of Naval Operations
and the Chief of Staff of the Army can
not be trusted to say what should go in,
I do not see how anyone else could.
However, for the Federal Communica-
tions Commission to set up an additional
establishment for the purpose of render-
ing a service to the Army and the Navy,
when the Army and the Navy have given
the most perfect service of that kind in
the world, would seem to me to be dupli-
cation. I merely wished to call the Sen-
ator's attention to those facts.

Mr. MEAD, I am very glad the dis-
tinguished acting chairman of the Ap-
propriations Committee has called my
attention to those facts; but I believe
that upon review, while we should like
to have it understood and universally
acknowledged that the Army and the
Navy have this all-inclusive service
which the Senator claims, namely, this
monitoring and radioing service, it will
be found to be a fact that the Army and
Mavy must occasionally depend upon the
Federal Communications Commission for
the performance of certain tasks, mili-
tary in character, which are assigned
to the Federal Communications Com-
mission as a result of the fact that for a
long period of years, from the very be-
ginning of the use of radio, they built up
the organization. They have the ex-
perts. They are capable of performing
the service required. They have sufficient
manpower to do certain types of work
which the military is not equipped to do.

Another point is that it is the Federal
Communications Commission, not the
military, which does fhe monitoring of
broadcasts coming from enemy coun-
tries. It is the United States Federal
Communications Commission which does
the policing of the United States radio
network. If there is any subversiveness
by means of the radio, if there is an agent
representing any foreign country, either
in the United States or in any of its Ter-
ritories, who uses the radio, it is the
Federal Communications Commission
which runs him down and brings him to
justice. Sothe Federal Communications
Commission has a monitoring service.
The Federal Communications Commis-
sion has its own radio espionage service.
The Federal Communications Commis-
sion has its all-embracing radio police
service, while the military has a dis-
tinctly military service which has to do
with the movement of troops, and the
military actions of the enemy nations.
So there is no duplication.

Mr. TOBEY. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?
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Mr. MEAD. I am very glad to yield
to the Senator from New Hampshire.

Mr,. TOBEY. Ithank the Senator. Is
the Senator from New York familiar with
a letter to the Secretary of the Navy, Mr.
Knox, written by Admiral Leahy on Feb-
ruary 1, 1943, and later concurred in by
the Secretary of War, Mr, Stimson, and
which was later endorsed by a letter to
the President of the United States, signed
by Secretary Stimson and Secretary
Enox?

Mr. MEAD. Yes;Ihave acopy of both
those letters, and I have a copy of the
President’s reply to them.

Mr. TOBEY. 1Ialsohave a copy of the
reply. ’

Mr, MEAD. Yes.

Mr. TOBEY. I am trying to reconcile
the various statements which the Sena-
tor has made. Of course, I know that
we accept at par all that he says, but we
are all apt to err. In the letter sent to
the President of the United States by the
Secretary of War, Mr. Stimson, and the
Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Knox, re-
viewing the situation from a military
standpoint, and citing the powers which
the F. C. C. is now exercising, they came

to the conclusion that those powers-

should be transferred to the Army and
the Navy for better prosecution of the
war. 1 quote one paragraph of the
letter:

In view of the foregoing it is concluded
that the better prosecution of the war will be
served by terminating all military and quasi-
military radio intelligence activities of the
Federal Communications Commission and
confining such activities to the Army and
Navy. :

Is the Senator familiar with that quo-
tation? There is a definite statement
that the better prosecution of the war will
be served by the transfer of these facili-
ties from the F. C. C. to the Army and
Navy. That letter went out on February
4 to the President of the United States.
For many months it went unanswered.
It was written on February 4, but it was
September 7 before an answer was re-
ceived from the White House—T7 months.
The answer that came back to the Army
and Navy from the Commander in Chief
turned down the request which had been
made and stated:

Your suggestion has been given careful
study by the staff of the Executive offices.
After full consideration I have determined
that the transfer should not be made.

I shall not read the remainder of the
letter.

So we have hanging in the balance like
the sword of Damocles for a period of 7
months a great important issue which
existed in the Army and Navy, In all
that time no reply was made to the letter
by the President and then he said he had
made up his mind on the advice of the
White House staff. Who does the Sena-
tor think composed the White House staff
which fturned down the request of the
Army and Navy? I should like to have
his professional opinion upon it.

Mr. MEAD, Is that the end of the
question?

Mr. TOBEY. No; it is only series 1.

Mr. MEAD. 1 see.

Mr. TOBEY. The worst is yet to come.
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Mr. MEAD. If I have an opportunity
to answer the question, let me say that
it is my understanding that the Secretary
of War and the Secretary of the Navy
wrote the letter to the President without
& personal investigation, so far as they
were concerned, into the subject matter
contained in the letter. They in turn
wrote the letter for someone who brought
the matter to their attention. The Pres-
ident of the United States, the Com-
mander in Chief, however, discussed the
matter with every agency of the Gov-
ernment involved and with the members
of the military that are attached to the
White House. He also discussed it with
other military officers. In his wide-
spread consideration, he referred it from
one agency to another, and when the
maiter was thoroughly considered he
brought it to the attention of the Sec-
retaries in the letter which he wrote.
If the Senator will let me read from the
President’s letter it will be only fair, in
view of the fact that I let the Senator
read in my time from other letters.

Mr. TOBEY. 1 shall be very glad to
have the Senator do that, but may ~ in-
terpolate a question?

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, I desire to
read from the President’s letter.

Mr. TOBEY. Did that conference
with the President take in the distin-
guished military genius, Harry Hopkins?

Mr. MEAD. Mr, President, I want to
be very courteous, and I will ask my dis-
tinguished colleague to allow me to con-
clude my answer,

Mr. TOBEY. I acknowledge my error.

Mr. MEAD. With thatin mind, I want
to read from the President’s letter just
as the Senator read from letters directed
to the President. This is a letter di-
rected by the President to the Secre-
taries. I quote from the President’s let-
ter: 3

DeaAr MR. SECRETARY: This is In response to
your letter of February 8, 1943, signied by you
and Secretary Stimson—

This letter is addressed to Secretary
Enox—
proposing an Executive order transferring
the radio intelligence functions of the Federal
Communications Commission to the War and
Navy Departments. Your suggestion has
been given careful study by the staff of the
Executive offices. After full consideration I
have determined that the transfer should not

. be made.

The work of the Radio Intelligence Divi-

slon of the Commission was founded upon

the long existing radio-monitoring functions

.carried on by the Commission as a part of

its essential peacetime work. The need for
the expansion of these functions was brought
to my attention prior to our entry into the
war and I approved the general set-up.

So this was the second time the Presi-
dent went into it.

Quoting the President’s letter further:

Expansion has been made to meet the war-
time needs of the Commission itself and of
other agencies of the Government.

Continuing the President's letter, I
read: n

The Radlo Intelligence Division serves im-
portant wartime needs of several of the ci-
vilian Government agencies in the radio in-
telligence field, Including the State. Depart-
ment, the Federal Bureau of Investigation,
the Office of Censorship, the Bureau of Eco-
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nomic Warfare, the Weather Bureau, the Co-
ordinator of Inter-American Affairs, and
others. In addition—

The President goes on to say—
I understand that the Commission stands
ready to perform for the Army and Navy such
services as are expressly requested by them.
The Commission and its Chairman have ex-
pressed to me their desire to cooperate with
the Army and Navy in every possible way.

I quote further from the President’s
letter:

It is my desire that matters of the kind
presented by the present proposal be dealt
with at the outset by conferences between
the interested agencies. If differences should
occur, the matter should be reviewed by the
Board of War Communications, which is the
responsible interdepartmental body I have
charged with the responsibility in the field
of wartime communications.

So the President concludes by setting
up a system whereby all these matters of
interest to so many departments can be
thoroughly discussed and ironed out.

Now I shall be glad to yield to the Sen-
ator from New Hampshire.

Mr. TOBEY. In response to the Sen-
ator’s last statement that the President
was setting up this agency to adjudicate
these matters, let me point out to the
Senator that that is a matter of tweedle-
dee and tweedledum. The F. C, C. is
practically a one-man Commission,
James Lawrence Fly dominates the
Board. I know that to be a fact. The
Board to which the Senator referred, the
Board of War Communications to which
to make appeals, is also dominated by
James Lawrence Fly. So Mr. Fly acts
in hoth capacities.

Now coming back to the statement of
the Senator from New York—and I know
he will realize that there is nothing per-
sonal in what I now say—he brings in a
statement that attempts to justify the
President turning down Secretary Knox’s
and Secretary Stimson’s request that
these powers be returned to them, and
he says to the Senate, in effect, that
Secretary Knox and Secretary Stimson
acted merely in a pro forma way, that
some dummy in some office, some subor-
dinate, put a letter before them which
they signed without knowing the con-
tents of the letter, and sent it to the
President. That is what the Senator im-
plied, did he not? -

Mr. MEAD. I wish the Senator would
withdraw that word. I said that the
Secretaries did not make a personal in-
vestigation of the matter. I pointed out
that the President went to great lengths
in making a study of the matter. The
President reviewed it twice. I infer that
the Secretaries personally did not re-
view it. I left the thought that the offi-
cers under them took the matter up and
brought the letter to the attention of the
Secretaries.

Mr. TOBEY. There are in Washing-
ton what are known as “dummies,” and
I have found them and so has the Sena-
tor from New York, I will, however, if
the Senator wishes, substitute the word
“subordinate.”

The Senator, to me, seemed to imply
that the letter was signed without their
knowing the substance of it. Is that
correct?
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Mr. MEAD. I would not go that far.

Mr. TOBEY. How far?

Mr. MEAD, I said they sent a letter
to the President and the letter was pre-
pared for their signature by some very
fine men associated with them in the
Army and Navy.

Mr. TOBEY. They read the letter
before they signed it, did they not?

Mr. MEAD. I would not infer that
they did anything they ought not to do.

Mr., TOBEY. Let me read from the
text of the letter which they wrote and
to which they signed their names.

In view of the foregoing it is concluded
that the better prosecution of the war will
be served by terminating all military and
quasi-military radio intelligence activities of
the Federal Communications Commission
and confining such activities to the Army and
Navy.

There is a very definite statement, ask-
ing for the transfer, and after putting
that in writing on February 4, some
7 months elapsed before they got an
answer and the letter embodying the re-
quest of the Army and Navy, who are
charged with prosecuting the war, was
nullified. That is the net result.

Mr. MEAD. The chances are, if we
went into it thoroughly, we would find
that a very deep study was made, and
we would also ascertain that, in view of
the fact that a half dozen if not a dczen
Federal agencies utilized these facilities,
the use of this service is more effectively
and efficiently carried out by the plan
outlined in the President’s letter after
an exhaustive study was made, and is
the best plan. That is my judgment.
It may not be the judgment of my col-
league, but, if it is not, I am sorry and
I shall be glad to have his views.

Mr. TOBEY. I am sure the Senator
will agree with me on one thing, namely,
that the text shows, and the record
shows, that February 4 a leiter was writ-
ten to the President by the Secretary of
the Navy, concurred in by the Secretary
of War, and the answer came back under
date of September 8. Does not the Sen-
ator agree to that?

Mr. MEAD. Yes; if the Senator will
agree with me that during the interven-
ing time there was a clear knowledge of
the fact that the matter was being
studied, there was conference after con-
ference, a system was set up, and every-
body knew the system was there, and,
above all, the service was working, and
working efficiently and effectively.

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. MEAD, I yield.

Mr. WHEELER. The Senator from
New Hampshire has referred to Mr. Fly
as dominating the F. C. C. I think the
Senator will agree with me, however,
that Mr. Fly is one of the ablest and most
intelligent men in the public service to-
day. He has had an extremely difficult
job to perform, as every one who has
had anything to do with the Federal
Communications Commission ever since
its beginning in the city of Washington
knows.

I have served upon the Committee on
Interstate Commerce of the Senate for
about 20 years, and have been chairman
for 10 years or so, and I know something
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of the work that a man who is Chairman
of the Federal Communications Commis-
sion, or a member of the Commission,
has to do. While I have not always
agreed with Mr. Fly, indeed, I have vio-
lently disagreed with him at times, in
my opinion he has been one of the most
maligned men in public service in Wash-
ington during the last few years.

Mr.Fly has had one of the most difii-
cult jobs to perform in this city. When
it comes to regulating radio, and radio
communications, and to dealing with
those engaged in the industry, with all
the seifishness displayed by them, one
must recognize what an extremely diffi-
cult job the Chairman of the Commission
has.

In regard to the particular matter now
under discussion, my understanding is
that it not only deals with the war effort,
but the Commission furnishes informa-
tion for various other departments in
Washineton, Is that correct?

Mr, MEAD. That is correct.

Mr. WHEELER. That was my under-
standing., Whether or not this partic-

~ular_ service to the Army and the Navy

has been most efficient, nevertheless, an
organizalion has been set up, which
possibly has been too large, but cer-

.tainly there could not be any excuse for

cutting it to the extent to which it has
been cut in the appropriations, both in
the Senate and in the House committees.

Mr. HILL and Mr. BRIDGES addressed
the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from New York yield; and, if so,
to whom?

Mr. MEAD. I yield to the Senator
from Alabama for a question.

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Mon-
tana has had the most intimate insight
into the work of Mr. Fiy and the Com-
munications Commission. He is now en-
gaged in hearings, I understand, which
have been proceeding for some time, cov-
ering the work of Mr. Fly and the Com-
munications Commission. There is no
man who can speak with more authority
about Mr. Fly and his work than the
Senator from Montana, the chairman of
the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

It seems to me the important feature
is that the Joint Chiefs of Staff recom-
mended that the activities and facilities
under discussion be transferred to the
Army and the Navy, but they did not rec-
ommend that the work be discontinued.
Because their recommendation to trans-
fer the work to the Army and the Navy
was not adopted certainly dees not mean
that the work should be discontinued or
that the Congress should now refuse to
appropriate the funds with which to carry
on the work. I think both the Joint
Chiefs of Staff, as well as the Federal
Communications Commission, recognize
that the work must be done. The Com-
mission is now doing that work, and the
Commander in Chief and the Commis-
sion have asked Congress to provide the
money with which to do this necessary
war work.

Mr. BRIDGES. Will the Senator from
New York yield?

Mr. MEAD. Ina moment I shall yield.

The distinguished chairman of the
Committee on Interstate Commerce,
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which committee has more to do with
the Federal Communications Commis-
sion than any other committee of the
Senate, with the exception of the
Committee on Appropriations, made the
statement that this agency probably aids
a number of other agencies, and I wish
to give him a correct answer as to the
number of agencies it actually serves.

It can be seen that there is ample
reason for the President's set-up when
there are agencies which are both mili-
tary in character and civilian in char-
acter which require the services of this
one agency.

The Radio Intelligence Service serves
important wartime needs of several of
the civilian Government agencies in the
radio intelligence field, including the
State Department, the Federal Bureau
of Investigation, the Office of Censorship,
the Bureau of Economic Warfare, the
Weather Bureau, the Coordinator of
Inter-American Affairs, and other agen-
cies. So there is ample evidence that
there is reason for the set-up set forth
in the President’s letter. I desired to
answer the Senator’s question more fully
by telling him of those agencies.

Mr. President, I wish to emphasize
what my distinguished colleague from
Alabama has said, and to add that the
statement of the Senator from Montana
relative to the Chairman of this Commis-
sion squares with my estimate of him.
I think Mr. Fly is endeavoring to do a
patriotic job, that he is deeply concerned
with the well-being of the people of
America, and is attempting to administer
the affairs of his agency as capably as is
possible. I am pleased to have this
opinion coming from one who is so closely
associated with the work of Mr. Fly and
the Commission as is the distinguished
Senator from Montana.

Now I am glad to yield to the Senator
from New Hampshire. =

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, does
not the Senator think we are getting
down to a rather fundamental issue,
namely, who is running the war; whether
the President in a political way is run-
ning it or whether the Army and the
Navy are running it; whether the Presi-
dent is going to superimpose on the Army
and Navy his will insofar as the Federal
Communications Commission is con-
cerned? Is not that a fundamental
question?

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, I do not
suppose the Senator and I could ever get
together on the question of the Presi-
dent’s ability to handle not only the big
war job he is called upon to administer
but any other job. I have an idea, from
what the Senator has said in the course
of the debate, that he has a firm and
fixed opinion. I am merely trying to
point out that I believe the efficiency of
the Federal Communications Commis-
sion and of other agencies will be better
served if the appropriation that was ap-
proved by the Bureau of the Budget shall
be restored. If that has anything to do
with the President and his political af-
filiations, I do not recognize it, even
though my distinguished colleague may.

Mr. BRIDGES. In other words, the
Senator wishes to go on record as put-
ting the President's say-so as to the Fod-
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eral Communications Commission and
their war intelligence work ahead of the
opinion of the Combined Chiefs of Staff,
ahead of the War Department, ahead of
the Navy Department. In other words,
he superimposes the political on the mil-
itary in the conduct of the war. Is not
that the fundamental issue here?

Mr. MEAD. That is not my position,
and that is not the fundamental issue.
If my colleague will wait until I complete
the record, I believe I shall be able fo
produce a great deal of evidence which
will indicate that high military authori-
ties have time and again commended the
Federal Communications Commission, so
much so that we can all rely upon it to
do a great job in the field where it has
been developing experienced ‘and expert
personnel since the early twenties.

Mr. President, I have here a letter
from Earle F. Cock, lieutenant colonel,
Signal Corps. This was for the chief
signal officer, is dated April 6, 1943, and
reads:

: SECURITY OF CIPHERS
SECRETARY, JOINT CHIEFS OF STAFF,
Washington, D. C.

Through: Commanaer G. B. Myers

1. In compliance with J. C. 8. 138/3 dated
December 1, 1942, subject: “SBecurity of
ciphers” and in accordance with the alloca-
tion of Government agencies made to the
Army and Navy security sections respectively,
the following summary of findings at the
Federal Communications Commission is sub-
mitted:

{a) Cryptographic security—excellent.

_ (b) Physical security (cryptegraphic sys-
tems) —excellent.

(¢) Documentary and information secu-
rity—excellent

(d) Qualification of personnel—excellent.

{e) Cooperation was given fully and will-
ingly.

2. In view of the above, it is considered that
no concern need be felt over communications
originating or passed in the Federal Com-
munications Commission organization at this
time.

3. The established contact between Signal
Security Service and the Federal Communi-
cations Commission will be continued,

For the Chief Signal Officer.

Earre F. Coog,
Lieutenant Colonel, Signal Corps.

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield? ;

Mr. MEAD. No, Mr. President; I must
read another letter or two for the benefit
of my distinguished colleague.

Mr. BRIDGES. Why does not the
Senator tell the Senate who Mr. Cook is?

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, will the
Senator tell us what the word “c ypto-
graphic” means, the word used in the
letter which the Senator just read? My
distinguished colleague the Senator from
New Hampshire and I do not understand
what the meaning of that word is

Mr, MEAD. While we are busy with
the debate——

Mr. LANGER. Does the Senator want
me to find out what the meaning of the
word is and tell the Senator?

Mr. MEAD. I do not.

Mr. LANGER. I will look it up and
tell the Senator what it means if he
wants me to.

Mr., MEAD. If pertains to the de-
ciphering of codes.
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In reply to the request of the Senator
from New Hampshire, let me say that
Mr. Cook is a lieutenant colonel in the
Signal Corps. He addressed the letter
for the chief signal officer.

Mr. President, the second letter comes

from William J. Donovan. That letter:

is addressed to the Honorable KENNETH
McEEeLLar, chairman of the Appropria-
tions Committee. Willianz J. Donovan,
by the way, is a high military authority,
and one very closely associated with work
of this character. He wrote:

We understand from a letter dated 18 Feb-
ruary 1944, acddressed to this office by the
Foreign Broadcast Intelligence Service, that
your committee is Interested in learning of
the manner in which the F. B. 1. 8. wire
sérvice ig utilized by subscribers.

This Office is a subscriber to the Service.
We receive daily, by ticker, transcripts of for-
eign broadcasts as recorded by the Service.
These transcripts, which, of course, include
those emanating from enemy and enemy-
occupied countries, are used by us in two
ways: First, they reveal the particular propa-
ganda line being followed by the nation in
question at any time. Second, they often
reveal, unintentionally at times, bits of in-
formation which can be put together by our
experts with facts derived from other sources
to glve us valuable political and economic
intelligence concerning the enemy. We then
turn such knowledge to our own purposes
in carrying on the duties assigned to us by
ths Joint Chiefs of Stafl.

I hope that this explanation of the man-
ner in which O. 8. 8. uses the facilities of
F. B. 1. 8. will be of assistance to the com-
mittee in its deliberations.

Thet is testimony that there is close
cooperation and close harmony between
the military and the Federal Communi-
cations Commission.

Mr. BRIDGES., Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. MEAD. Mr, President, I must read
another letter from a high military au-
thority so that we will be sure that it is
not the President alorie on one side and
the Secretary of the Navy and the Secre-
tary of War on the other side; that it is
a question as to how this organization
can best serve the best interests of all
the agencies of government interested in
the services they are able to furnish.

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield? ; _

Mr. MEAD., I shall yield as soon as
I finish this letter, because it is in part
an answer to one of the Senator’s former
questions.

Mr. President, this letter comes from
the headquarters of the Seventh Air
Force, the office of the Air Force com-
mander. The subject of this letter is
assistance rendered by Federal Com-
munications Commission in locating lost
airplanes. It is one of a large number of
letiers I have from military leaders, and
it goes on to explain the very close team-
work that exists, the harmony that ex-
ists, and the effectiveness that is always
evidenced whenever they are called upon
to do a job.

Mr. President, when I finish reading
this letter and several others I shall be
very glad to yield to the Senator from
New Hampshire.

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will not
the Senator explain—
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Mr. MEAD. I shall yield, Mr. Presi-
dent, as soon as I finish this letter:

1. In the past months numerous calls have
been made upon the Federal Communications
Commission radio facilities to obtain bear-
ings and fixes upon lost airplanes. These
bearings and fixes have proven accurate and
most helpful. In one particular instance on
March 65, 1943, the assistance rendered by
the Federal Communications Commission re-
sulted in the prompt locating and rescuing of
the crew of a bomber forced to land at sea.
On another occasion, March 19, 1943, bearings
received from the Federal Communications
Commission assisted i{n locating a plane
which was in imminent danger of being
forced to land at sea, Largely as a result
of these bearings this forced landing was
averted.

2. Other instances too numerous to men-
tion have occurred in which the assistance
given by the Federal Communications Com-
mission has been of inestimable value. The
facilities of Federal Communications Com-
mission have been, and still are, absolutely
necessary to the successful operation of the
Army’s lost-plane procedure in the Hawaiian
area,

3.1 wish to commend the Federal Com-
munications Commission and its men fe-
sponsible for this assistance. It has been
of great.value and In numerous cases di-
rectly responsible for the saving of lives and
valuable equipment.

Wwn. J. Froop,
Brigadier General, United States Army,
Chief of Staf.

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield now?

Mr. MEAD. I will have to read sev-
eral other letters.
Mr. BRIDGES. I should like to ask

the Senator one simple question.

Mr. MEAD. The Senator has asked
me a number of questions, and I wish to
read several letters in reply.

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, there
is a question I wish to ask the Senator
which has a bearing on these letters.

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, these let-
ters have a bearing on a previous ques-
tion asked of me by the Senator from
New Hampshire, and I feel that I am
inadequately answering the Senator’s
question unless I read one other letter. I
will ask the Senator to be patient with
me for a moment, and then I shall yield.

This letter is addressed to S. W. Nor-
man, Acting Chief, N. D, O. Section,
Federal Communications Commission,
Washington, D. C. I believe this letter
will bring to mind the quick, ready re-
sponse and the verv happy cooperation
which exists between all these services.

This letter is in the nature of a blanket ac-
knowledgment—

Think of that, Mr. President, a blanket
acknowledgment.

This letter is in the nature of a blanket ac-
knowledgment of the usefulness which your
intercepts have been to Army radio security.
A considerablé number of intercepts which
you have forwarded have indicated careless,
superfluous or actually obscene transmissions
made by Army radio stations. I wish to ad-
vise that each and every one of these cases,
wherein it has been possible to trace the

-transmission to an Army station, has been.

thoroughly investigated and definite action
taken to prevent recurrence. The results of
these actions are already evident in the
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diminishing number of reports of improper
operation.
Bincerely yours,
W. T. GUEsT,
Lieutenant Colonel, Signal Corps.

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield now?

Mr. MEAD. Before I read another
letter, Mr. President, I will now yield.

_Mr. BRIDGES. 1 should like to have
the Senator tell us exactly what propor-
tion of the time of Mr. Fly and the Fed-
eral Communications Commission has
been spent in the campaign or crusade to
obtain these endorsements from minor
Army officers all over the country? Why
does not the Senator read a letter from
Admiral Leahy? We all know his name.
He is assistant to the President of the
United States on military and naval mat-
ters. Why. does not the Senator read
the letter which Admiral Leahy wrote in
1943 to the Federal Communications
Commission about how they were inter-
fering with the war effort? Why does
not the Senator read letters from Gen-
eral Marshall and Admiral King? Why
read letters from lieutenant colonels and
other minor officials who have. been so-
licited to write letters?

Mr. MEAD. May I make the sugges-
tion that the Senator from New Hamp-
shire read them into the record in his
own time?

Mr. BRIDGES. Very well. Will the
Senator now answer the first part of
my question, which is, How much time
has the Commission spent in conduct-
ing the campaign to secure these en-
dorsements?

Mr. MEAD. The Senator from New
Hampshire probably wants the infor-
mation detailed by days, weeks, minutes,
and all other details?

Mr. BRIDGES. No.

Mr. MEAD. I have no way of tracing
the activities of the Federal Communi-
cations Commission or any other com-
mission with reference to matters of that
kind. I have many other letters here,
letters which come from men high in
governmental affairs. I have some very
valuable endorsements. It was not my
intention at the beginning of my re-
marks to read them, ut, in attempting
to answer the question, I read those let-
ters. I do not know whether it took any
time to obtain them. I do not know
whether they were spontaneous. But if
there are any further letters on that
side of the subject, or any letters on
the other side of the subject, I think my
distinguished colleague should read
them if he cares to have them in the
RECORD. o

Mr. McEELLAR. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield to me for a moment?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the
Senator from New York yield to the Sen-
ator from Tennessee?

Mr. MEAD. I am glad to yield.

Mr. McCEKELLAR. As everyone knows,
the distinguished junior Senator from
New York [Mr. MEap] is a member of the
Appropriations Committee and a very
valuable one. I have the greatest respect
for his views. However, I wish to call
his attention.to several things which he

mzy have overlooked.

A
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The first is that our committee has
tried as hard as it was humanly possi-
ble to do, to meet every requirement for
this war. We have appropriated every
sum that the testimony has shown to be
necessary. The Senator will recall that
for this very year we appropriated $28,-
000,000,000 more than the War Depart-
ment has used, and the War Depart-
ment is going to return it, The officials
of the War Department are honest, and
on July 1 they are going to return that
money to the general fund of the Treas-
ury. I commend them for their action.

As the Senator knows, our committee,

the Senate, and the Congress wish to
give the Army, the Navy, and the Marine
Corps every opportunity in the world to
win this war as quickly as possible. But
when the Army officers and the Navy
officers tell us they believe they are doing
a work which an independent, nonmili-
tary agency is also doing, and when they
say the performance of the work by the
nonmilitary agency is unnecessary, it
seems to me we should follow what is said
by the highest officers we have, with the
exception, of course, of the President,
who is the Commander in Chief—and
he is doing a fine job as President of the
United States. However, the Chief of
Staff of the Army and the Chief of Naval
Operations have said that this activity
by the Federal Communications Com-
mission is virtually a duplication of what
they are doing; and they have ample
money with which to do their work.
They have ample material. They have
every material under heaven. They are
obtaining and are giving out all the
radio news. They tell us that their sys-
tem is virtually perfect. I believe that
system is today the most perfect system
in the world. I really believe that the
American radio system is the most per-
fect radio system in the world.

When we have those assurances from
such high authorities, it seems to me that
before we appropriate more than $2,000,-
000 for a nonmilitary agency to maintain
a duplicate system, we should be very
careful,

The Senator will recall that in the
committee we gave the representatives
of the Federal Communications Commis-
sion every opportunity in the world to
present their case. They did so in the
most elaborate fashion. By the way,
Mr. President, their presentation was
most interesting to me., The hearing
was one of the most educational ones I
have ever attended. It taught me more
about radio than I ever knew bhefore,
and I was very happy about it.

Nevertheless, after all was said and
done, the evidence was that the work
done by the Federal Communications
Commission’s system was a duplication
of the work done by our Army and Navy,
For that reason, I wish to say that I
hope no Member of the Senate and no
one in the country will think that any
member of the Appropriations Commit-
tee is not in favor of doing everything
in the world and furnishing every dollar
in the world that is necessary to help
the operations of our Army, Navy, and
Marine Corps in this great war.
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Mr. MEAD, Mr. President, I desire
again to state that there is no duplica-
tion, and that if this appropriation is
not increased there will be a diminution
of the service. The War Department
and our military agencies maintain a
service which has to do with the move-
ment of enemy troops and matters of
that nature. The service rendered by
the Federal Communications Commis-
sion is a different one. It is a monitor-
ing service. It is a service which ferrets
out sabotage and espionage in this coun-
try and in territories belonging to this
country. It is a service operating under
a system which is already set up. If
we take away $1,000,000 from the appro-
priation for that service, $1,000,000 worth
of such work will not be done. It does
not make any difference how much
money we appropriate for the Army; that
will have no effect on this work. We
shall either have to have this work done
by means of making appropriations for
it or it will not be done.

There is no duplication. It is a di-
tinct work done by the Federal Com-

. munications Commission under a sys-

tem which is already set up, a System
which is serving half a dozen agencies
of the Government.

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. MEAD. I yield.

Mr. BRIDGES. The Senator is charg-
ing, then——

Mr. MEAD. Oh, Mr. President, the
Senator should not say——

Mr, BRIDGES. Mr. President, the
Senator should wait just a minute. He
has yielded to me, and I had not finished
my statement,

Mr. MEAD, But, Mr. President, I am
not charging the Senator or anyone else.

Mr. BRIDGES. Oh, yes; the Senator
is. The Senator has charged that the
War Department and the Navy Depart-
ment would close their eyes and would
not carry on a very necessary war effort -
if the money referred to is not appro-
priated.

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, without
any argument, I deny that statement.

Mr. BRIDGES. Is not that what the
Senator said?

Mr. MEAD. I deny that I said it.

Mr. BRIDGES. The Senator said that
if the increased appropriation is not pro-
vided the service will not be performed.
If it is necessary to the war effort, I say
it will be performed, and the Army and
the Navy will perform it.

Mr. MEAD. The Army and the Navy
will do it if we authorize them to do it,
and if we give them the money with
which to do it, and if the system already
set up is altered in such a way that they
can do it. But when an agency is al-
ready set up to handle the work, at the
instance of the President of the United
States, we cannot expect the work to be
done if we withdraw the appropriations
with which that agency is to engage in
that particular kind of work., Certainly
the War Department will go on with its
military activities, but the Federal Com-
munications Commission will not go on
with the services they are charged with
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the responsibility of rendering if we take
away the necessary appropriations.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. MEAD, 1 yield.

Mr. BARELEY. Isitnot true thatthe
Federal Communications Commission
now has many facilities, both mobile and
stationary, through which it is engaged
in the detection of spies and others who
are attempting to convey information to
the enemy. and that it is also engaged in
many other activities which either would
become ineffective or would have to be
transferred to the War Department or
the Navy Department, which would have
to set up for themselves systems for per-
forming such work?

Mr. MEAD. That is undoubtedly true.
For instance, Mr, President, no other
agency monitors foreign broadcasts.
That is done by the Federal Communi-
cations Commission. The Commission is
constantly listening to broadcasts ema-
nating from enemy countries. That is
its responsibility. If it needs a certain
amount of money in order to do that
work, and if we refuse to appropriate
that money, it simply will not be able
to do the work.

Mr, BARKLEY, There are hundreds
or perhaps thousands of such broad-
casts occurring each day, all over the
world, and the Federal Communications
Commission is listening to them and in
that connection is interpreting broad-
casts spoken in almost every language
‘used in the world, and thus is obtaining
information which may be invaluable to
our Army and Navy and our other armed
services.

Mr. MEAD. In order to show the situ-
ation more clearly, let me say that the
Foreign Broadeast Service of the Federal
Communications Commission is a war
agency, and is the only agency of the
Government charged with the responsi-
bility of listening to and -reporting on
what foreign government propaganda
lines are. Certainly, if we take away the
appropriations for the Commission, it
cannot do that work. The Federal Com-
munications Commission has the sole re-
sponsibility of providing American war
and diplomatic agencies with the moni-
tored results in such form and at such
places as those users desire. Without
proper appropriations, much of this work
will come to a standstill. No other gov-
ernmental department or agency is either
equipped or trained to take over this
work. A thorough check reveals not an
jota of duplication of effort in the Gov-
ernment in this work.

The important question then arises,
Who is to.do this highly valuable work
for the various governmental depart-
ments, such, for example, as the Foreign
Economic Administration? I quote Mr.
Leo Crowley:

Because the F, E, A, uses this essential serv-
ice, I want to reglster our concern for its
continuation.

The State Department wants the
coverage extended. How can that be
done if we curtail the appropriation?

The commanding general in Hawaii
hes the material of this agency flown to
him daily in bombers leaving San Fran-
cisco, and that is at his instance,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

The letter of the Joint Chiefs of Staff,
whiech is answered by the President, and
the security survey of the Chief Signal
Officer on behalf of the Joint Chiefs, had
no mention to make of this phase of the
communications activity.

For these reasons, Mr. President, I urge
the restoration of ample funds. for this
work, for the sake of those governmental
agencies, military and civilian, which re-
quire and utilize this vital service,

Mr. HILI,. Mr. President, will the Sen-
ator yield?

Mr. MEAD. I yield.

Mr, HILL. I have looked through the
hearings before the Appropriations Com-
mittee. If there is any statement or evi-
dence in these hearings that the work
which the Federal Communications Com-
mission is doing is a duplication of work
being done by other agencies—the Army,
Navy, or any other agency—I should like
to know where the statement or evidence
is. I fail to find in the hearings any evi-
dence that there is any duplication.

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, there is no
duplication.

Mr. HILL. Not only is there no dupli-
cation, but I can find nothing in the
hearings, either in the form of a state-
ment or testimony of any kind, that even
tends to show that there is duplication,

Mr. MEAD. The War Department has
a similar service, and I want it continued.
I would vote to increase its appropria-
tion, because I value this kind of work.
The Federal Communications Commis-
sion has a system which is not duplicat-
ing the military system, and unless we
restore these appropriations we shall
curtail its services which are so valuable
to the military and. civilian agencies of
the Government.

Mr., TUNNELL. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. MEAD. I yield.

Mr. TUNNELL. I have understood
from what the Senator has said that this
Commission is doing certain war work,
Was there any testimony before the
committee which would justify the aban-
donment of this'war effort which is being
performed by the Commission?

Mr. MEAD. It is my opinion that
there was not sufficient evidence that this
agency ought to be eliminated from the
fleld or curtailed, as is proposed by the
House Appropriations Committee.

Mr. TUNNELL. As I have understood
the Senator, the Commission is doing
certain war work which no other agency
is doing or is authorized to do.

Mr. MEAD, That is correct; and in
doing so, in my opinion, it is not dupli-
cating any existing work.

Mr. TUNNELL, Then why, in the
Senator's opinion, is it proposed to elimi-
nate this work? Is it because the Ap-
propriations Committee has determined
that the war effort is too great, and that
a part of it should be curtailed? What
is the purpose?

Mr. MEAD. There is an honest differ-
ence of opinion existing among the mem-
bers of the committee. I am convinced
that it would be a serious mistake, and
that it might imperil the war effort, if we
were to reduce the effectiveness of this
agency. I think it is rendering a very
valuable service on the psychological
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warfare front and otherwise, in running
down spies, in discerning the activities
in foreign countries, in conducting a
monitoring service, in preventing the loss
of planes in rescuing the crews of other
planes. It is doing a remarkable job in
a number of instances, and I hope it will
be continued.

Mr, TUNNELL. Curtailing these ap-

- propriations would resuli in the curtail-

ment of certain war efforts, would it not?

Mr. MEAD. That is correct.

I should like to add to the Recorp the
names of some of those who have written
recommending a continuance of this
service.

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr, MEAD. T yield.

Mr. WHEELER. The question was
asked a while ago as to how much time
Mr. Fly consumed in obtaining these
letters. Let me say to the Senator that
I happen to know that Mr. Fly was at-
tacked before one of the committees of
the other House, and certain statements
were made. I assume that when those
statements were made he possibly asked
persons who were familiar with the
work he was doing to write letters. It
will be recalled that he was not per-
mitted to testify before the House com-
mittee in answer to the charges. I as-
sume—and I think it is true—that he did
ask certain persons in various executive
departments who had been using the
service to say what they thought about
it, and these letters were in response to
that request.

Mr. MEAD. I should have added at
the time that perhaps in some cases the
agencies were requested by Members of
the House or by members of the Senate
Appropriations Committee to communi-
cate their views in the matter. :

Mr. WHEELER. Some of these things
may be duplications; some of this work
may possibly be duplication; but there
is a great deal of it which is not dupli-
cation. Can we divide it and say what
part is duplication and what is not, when
we are monitoring radio messages from
all over the world? The War Depart-
ment may be doing some of the same
monitoring, but certainly it does not do
all the same work that this Commission
does. The fact that one branch of the
Government is doing some of the same
work is no reason why we should elimi-
nate the appropriation, because the Fed-
ergl Communications Commission could
not do the work it is deoing without du-
plicating some of the work that is done
by the Army. In other words, its work
is broader.

Mr. MEAD. Yes.

Mr. WHEELER. I do not know
whether it needs this particular amount
of money; but I do not want to take the
responsibility, at a time like this, for
arbitrarily reducing the appropriation
by cutting off one and a half million or
two million dollars in the midst of war.
Even though it were proved that there
was duplication, it could not do any
harm to have two separate agencies
tracking down spies and determining
what stations were operating in this
country in violation of the law, or per-
forming the many other duties which
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this Commission and the War Depart-
ment are trying to perform.

Mr. MEAD. The more information we
have on that aspect of the war, the better
it will be for the successful prosecution
and early termination of the war.

Mr. President, in & moment I shall be
through for the present. I have read
letters from the President of the United

States; the commander in chief of the ]

Army; from Brig. Gen. William J. Dono-
van; from the cclonel acting for the
chief signal officer; from Brig. Gen. Wil-
liam J, Flood, of the Office of Chief of
Stafl; from Lt. Col. W. T. Guest, of the
Signal Corps; and from Lt. Col. Earle F.
Cook, of the Signal Corps, for the chief
signal officer.

I have a number of other communica-
tions, the signatures to which I wish to
read into the Recorp. They include
communications from those who have
written letters complimentary of the
work of the Federal Communications
Commission, They include communica-
tions from Elmer Davis, Director, Office
of War Information; Adolf A. Berle, Jr.,
Assistant Secretary of State; Leo T.
Crowley, Administrator, Foreign Eco-
nomic Administration; Carles P. Romulo,
colonel of Infantry ; Francis A. Jamieson,
Assistant Coordinator of Inter-American
Affairs; T. L. Tsui, First Secretary of the
Chinese Embassy; Jack Winocour, Di-
rector of British Information Services; a
communication from L. W. Kncke, vice
president of the Federal Reserve Banlc
of New York, addressed to Robert D.
Leigh, Director of the Foreign Broadcast
Intelligence Service; a communication
from David L. Glickman, Acting Chief,
Australia, New Zealand, and Afghanistan
Section of the Foreign Economic Admin-
istration, who addressed a letter to the
Chief of the Foreign Broadcast Analysis
Division; also, a letter from William L.
Langer, Director, Branch of Research
and Analysis of the Office of Strategic
Services. These are all commendatory
letters.

I have a letter from S. N. Moore, cap-
tain, United States Navy, Administrative
Office, Office of Naval Intelligence; one
from Harold R. Shaw, lieutenant colonel,
Army of the United States, district postal
censor; also, a letter from Li. Gen.
Robert C. Richardson, Jr., the command-
ing military officer in Hawaii. He com-
mends the service very highly.

I have also a letter from Maj. Gen.
George V. Strong, Military Intelligence
Division of the War Department.

Mr, HILL. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. MEAD. I yield. :

Mr. HILL, General Strong is chief of
all the intelligence services of the Army,
, Mr. MEAD. Thatiscorrect. Iwanted
to read these letters because they are
frem lieutenant generals and major gen-
erals, from heads of departments, and
from others concerned directly with the
question. Here is one from Harley A.
Notter, Chief, Division of Political Studies
of the Department of State. Herc is one
from H. R. Stark, United States Fleet,
United States naval forces in Europe.
He is not a minor naval officer.
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Mr. BRIDGES. Mr, President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. MEAD.
ment.

Here is one from Robert C. Richardson,
Jr., lieutenant general. That is con-
siderable rank above a colonel. He is a
lieutenant general of the United States
Army, commanding the central Pacific
area. At his insistence this service is
flown to Hawaii every day by bomber.

Mr. President, before finishing I
wanted to put those letters ir. the REcorp,
and to say that some of them were writ-
ten at the request of the Federal Com-
munications Commission, and others
perhaps at the request of interested
Members of this body. However, they
are all highly commendatory. They are
from a number of*agencies of Govern-
ment, and from military officials of high
rank.

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr, MEAD, I knew that my distin-
guished colleague, when he said I was
quoting minor officers, would want me to
quote frem the statements of any other
officers, and put them in the Recorp. As
I have said, he probably will have an op-
portunity to do so when his turn comes.

I now yield to the Senator from New
Hampshire.

Mr. BRIDGES. Did the Senator put
into the REcorp any volunteered letters?

Mr. MEAD. I have no way of deter-
mining the interest of anyone who wrote,
The letters’ are here. They were pre-
sented to our committee. I did not ques-
tion any of the writers. I do not believe
they were bludgeoned into writing and
I presume they were writing of their own
free will. I assume that when a major
general, or the head of a great public
agency, with a reputation for integrity
behind him, writes a letter to a com-
mittee of the Congress he expects the
committee to give the letter considera-
tion, and I am sure he would not send it
if the writing of it had been forced upon
him as a result of expediency.

Mr., WHEELER. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. MEAD. 1 yield.

Mr. WHEELER. Certainly everyone
who is acquainted with General Sirong,
who is the head of the Intelligence De-
partment of the Army, knows that he
could not be bludgeoned into writing a
letter for anyone.

Mr. MEAD. The Senator is correct.
I would be impugning the motives of the
writers of the letters to question them,
and I do not wish to do so.

Mr. WHEELER. We all know that
General Strong is one of the ablest and
best men in the service.

Mr, MEAD, I would not even raise
the issue. I take the letters at their face
value because, as the Senator has said,
these men have very responsible posi-
tions, The writer of this particular let-
ter has a reputation for honesty and in-
tegrity which goes back to the day of
his birth.

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr, MEAD. I yield.

I shall yield in a mo-
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Mr, BRIDGES. If a request is sent to
a certain subordinate cfficial in the Army
or Navy, or any of the governmental serv-
ices, and that officer knows that his Com-
mander in Chief, the President of the
United States, feels strongly in the mat-
ter, does not the Senator believe that he
would rather hesitate to refuse to write
an endorsement?

Mr, MEAD. I know that a man of pro-
found integrity would not.

Mr. BRIDGES. Very well. I will tell
the Senator that certain individuals have
written letters and made statements, and
have had to take a position in publie
which they privately did not feel.

Mr., MEAD. There is no doubt about
that. That may happen sometimes.

Mr. BRIDGES. The Senator knows it
has happened many times.

Mr. MEAD. I have no knowledge of it
insofar as this record is concerned.

Mr. President, I understand that we
are not to have a vote on this question
tonight, If that be true, I am willing to
yield the flioor.

Mr, McKELLAR. Mr. President, I un-
derstand there are other speeches to be
made on this subject. I do not wish to
take the Senator from thé floor, but am
willing to allow him to retain the floor
when we recess over until Monday, which
I understand to be the program. How-
ever, I should like to have him yield long
enough for me to read a couple of tele-
grams into the Recorp dealing with an
entirely different subject.

Mr., TUNNELL. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. MEAD. I yield to my distin-
guished colleague from Delaware.

Mr. TUNNELL. I wish toask the Sen-
ator if he has any reason to suspect that
any of the letters which he has read were
not written in good faith.

Mr. MEAD. I know most of the men
who wrote them. They would not write
a letter that was not in good faith.
These letters, in my judgment, are letters
which can be relied upon. The informa-
tion contained in them can be substan-
tiated. They are letters which were
given to a congressional committee as a
substantial contribution to the work of
the committee.

Mr. TUNNELL. And, so far as the
Senator knows, there is no reason for
anyone charging thai any force was
applied in having the letters written?

Mr. MEAD. I should be surprised if
there were a scintilla of evidence that
these men would yield to force of any
kind.

Mr. TUNNELL. Then the Senator be-
lieves that the letters, whether written at
the request of someone else or at the
volition of the writers, represent the
ideas of the men who wrote them so far
as the Senator knows.

Mr. MEAD. That is correct.

Under the circumstances I am now
very glad to yield to the Senator from
Tennessee [Mr. McKeLLAR] with the un-
derstanding that I shall have the floor
again when this subject comes up.

Mr. McKELLAR. I thank the Senator.
Mr. President, I expected that we would
complete consideration of this bill to-
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day. Ithought certainly we would reach
the item known as the T, V. A. provision
of the bill, but we have not reached it,
and we are a long way from it.

I have before me a telegram from a
constituent newspaper, together with
my reply, which I wish to read, because
I should like to have the truth known to
the Senate and to the country.

Mr. President, I received the following
telegram from Bill Hagan, city editor of
the Chattanooga News-Free Press, con-
cerning the T. V. A. The felegram was
addressed to my secretary, and reads as
follows:

CHATTANOOGA, TENN., March 14, 1944,
DoN MCcEELLAR,
Care Senator K. D. McKellar: :

We think Senator McKELLAR'S viewpoints on
some of the questions arising from the T.
V. A, amendments would be Interesting to our
readers and their publication would give the
Senator fair expression of his views. It Is
charged here by T. V. A. supporters that the
amendments would cripple T. V. A, hurt its
contribution to the war effort, and would be
injurious to Chattanooga by moving person-
nel and offices to Muscle Shoals area. We
invite Senator McKeLLar's full expression on
these and any other pertinent matters in-
cluding his purpose in sponsoring this legis-
lation. Pleasze wire collect soonest.

Birr HacaNw,
City Editor, Chattanooga
News-Free Press.

That is signed by Mr, Hagan.

Mr. President, that was a very proper
inquiry, I thought, and I wired im-
mediately to the Chattanooga News-Free
Press, as follows: =

Your telegram this date received. I ghall
be happy to give you my viewpoint on the
Tennessee Valley Authority amendments.
The statements made by Lilienthal or others
that these amendments would cripple or de-
stroy the Tennessee Valley Authority or hurt
its contribution to the war effort or hurt
it in any other way are wholly without
foundation in fact. These amendments are
all intended and will help to make a more
honest, a more economical, a more effective,
and a less political organization out of the
Tennessee Valley Authority. They will
simply require honesty and integrity in ad-
ministering the greatest governmental in-
stitution that ever came to Tennessee.

I stop the reading long enough to say
that one of these directors continually
charges that I am opposed to the T. V. A,
Let me say to my colleagues that in my
own judgment I built the T. V. A, of
Tennessee. I wasinstrumental in getting
all the appropriations; and it takes
money to build such plants. For that
reason I do not think I can be success-
fully charged with being opposed to it
when the contrary is the truth. That by
way of parentheses.

I have devoted the best years of my life
and the best abilities of which I am capable
to the building of the Tennessee Valley Au-
thority. I was fighting vigorously for the
Tennessee River dams when Lilienthal was a
boy in school’

My distinguished colleague, the Sena-
tor from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY] sitting
by me, asks in an aside whether he was
in short pants. [Laughter.] I do not
know whether he was in short pants, but
he was a boy in school when I was here
on this floor fighting, against the most
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tremendous odds, to get an appropriation
to start the Wilson Dam at Muscle
Shoals.

I am just as strong for it as I ever was,
I got most of these dams built, notably the
Chickamauga In which Chattanooga is so
much interested, the Hiwassee and Gunters-
ville Dams nearby which were built over the
joint personal and lobbying opposition here
in Washington of both Lillenthal and Ar-
thur Morgan.

1 digress here to say that I had to
notify them to get out of town or that I
would denounce them on the floor of the
Senate for lobbying. I had a man at
the depot that afternoon at 4 o'clock, and
they were there and took the train at 4
o'clock.

At that time they were obsessed with the
idea that T. V, A. was not to go into competi-
tion with private power companies, but
should just produce enough power to be used
as a yardstick to show the private companies
what they must charge for current.

These two directors fought for the
yardstick idea for years, and were op-
posed to the building of any other dams
except the first three dams that were
erected,

They went to the homes of the members of
the Senate Appropriations Committee—

I do not believe any of the present
members of the committee were on the
committee at that time, among the mem-
bers then being Senator Byrnes and Sen-
ator Adams, of Colorado.

They went to the homes of the members of
the Senate Appropriations Committee to
lobby against the building of any other dams
excep’ the Wilson, Wheeler, and Norris. These
three were enough for their yardstick, so
they sald.

So they said.

They did not recommend the building of
these other dams,

They never have recommended the
building of any other dams, except one,
which was known as the Douglas Dam,

The President did not recommend the
bullding of these other dams, The House of
Representatives did not recommend the
building of these other dams. These addi-
tional dams with one exception, the Douglas
Dam:

As I said before—

were all built by amendments offered by me
and gotten through both Houses of Congress
despite the flercest fights by Arthur Morgan
and David Lilienthal against those dams.
Lillenthal is not an engineer; he is a lawyer
by profession, or he was educated as a lawyer,

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Did he ever
practice law?

Mr. McEELLAR. I do not know, but
his biography says he was educated as a
lawyer. The telegram continues:

Ido not know that he ever practiced. Now,
as to injuring Chattanooga, by moving the
principal offices to the Muscle Shoals area, I
beg to say that the original act provided that
the principal offices should be at Muscle Shoals,
Without getting Congress to change the act
Lilienthal of his own motion and contrary to
the law moved the principal offices to Knox-
ville and Chattanocoga. In the committee I
offered an amendment to authorize these
principal offices to remain at Knoxville. My
good friend Senator BANKHEAD—
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One of the finest men I ever knew, the
colleague of the distinguished junior
Senator from Alabama [Mr. HiLL]—

My good friend Senator BANEHEAD, who took
and is taking the Lilienthal side of this ques-
tion, offered a substitute requiring that the
offices be moved back to Alabama, and that
substitute passed.

The substitute prevailed in the com-
mittee,

I am going to offer a bill to provide by
law for keeping the offices at Knoxville.
They should be kept there. But the com-
mittee turned me down on that, and de-
cided in favor of the Senator from Ala-
bama [Mr. BANKHEAD].

The only reason it could have possibly
passed the committee was because Lilienthal
had {illegally moved the offices in the first
place. If he had had any respect for the Con-
gress, he would have had it done legally. 1
intend to offer an amendment to make the
head office at Enoxville, and, of course, other
offices where they are necessary. It devel-
oped In the recent hearings before our com-
mittee that Lilienthal had reported—

And I hope Senators will listen to this,
that Lilienthal had reported in his report
to the Congress last July—

that he had paid $13,148,000 into the Treas-
ury of the United States. Lilienthal was
obliged to admit that this was a falsehood.
It also developed at the hearings that he was
selling current at a cheaper rate to the Alu-
minum Co. of America than he was to the
Reynolds Metal Co., which was also an alu-
minum company. When asked directly it
that were true, he directed his assistant, Mr.
Wessenaur, to answer the question,

As the record will show.

Mr. Wessenaur answered that he was selling
at a lower price to the Aluminum Co. of
America—

That should be “to the Metal Co. than
to the Aluminum Co."—

and thereupon Lilienthal was confronted
with a letter that he had written to Mr.
McIntyre of the White House stating that
he was selling two-tenths of a cent less to
the Aluminum Co. than he was to the Rey-
nolds Metal Co. and tried to explain it on
other grounds. This two-tenths of a cent
differential against the Metal Co. in the
20-year contract amounts to £7,000,000.
That Lilienthal is engaged in political mat-
ters is perfectly apparent from the testimony
in the hearings which I am sending you a
copy of under separate cover together with
the bill and reports, He was hotly engaged
against me in 1840 and no doubt he will be
similarly engaged in 1946 if he is still with
the Authority.

And I ought to have added “and if I
were living at that time.”

I continue to read:

Dr. A. E. Morgan and Senator Norris have
both charged him with being a deceitful
falsifier and I have reluctantly reached the
same conclusion about him.

Mr. President, I now wish to quote
what those two gentlemen said about
him. My telegram continues:

Dr. Morgan said: “There is a practice of
evasion, intrigue, and sharp strategy, with
remarkable skill in alibi and the habit of
avoiding direct responsibility, which makes
Machiavelll seem open and candid. The
marble claims, in my opinion, were an ef-
fort at deliberate, bare-faced steal."

That word is spelled s-t-e-a-l. 1 am
quoting the very words of Dr. Morgan.
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They are not mine. I now quote from
former Senator Norris. We all remem-
ber Senator Norris, a fine Senator and a
fine gentleman. But things have oc-
curred this morning which, when I
looked at the newspapers, made me sit
up and take notice. 1Isaw there a state-
ment that he sided with Lilienthal in
this matter. But I wish to read what
Senator Norris said at the time. He
said:

“People generally have an idea that when
these marble claimants and Mr. Lilienthal
and the other Morgan'—

Meaning Dr. H. A. Morgan, of course,
who was a member of the Authority—

“were about to rob the Government of mil=
llons of dollars, Dr. Morgan'—

Meaning Dr. Arthur Morgan—
“stepped in and called a halt and saved the
day.”

Mr. President, that is not my state-
ment respecting Lilienthal. Former
_Senator Norris called his name. Let me
read that again.

“People generally have an idea that when
these marble claimants and Mr. Lilienthal
and the other Margan were about to rob the
Government of millions of dollars, Dr, Mor-

gan stepped in and called a halt and saved
the day.”

My telegram continues:
. BSo far as I know these statements of Mor-
gan and Norris have never been answered by
Lillenthal.

I have hunted to find out if Lilienthal
had ever answered the statement.

Mr, HILL. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes; I yield.

Mr. HILL. Since the Senator has
quoted former Senator Norris, I think I
ought to call attention to the fact that I
received a telegram this morning from
Senator Norris, without any suggestion
or solicitation in any way, shape, or
fashion on my part. The telegram is as
follows:

McCoox, NEER.
Hon. Lister HiLL,
United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.:

I have absolute falth in the integrity, hon-
esty, and ability of Lilienthal. He has been
a faithful, honest public servant.

G. W. Norris.

Mr. McKELLAR. I am quoting what
Senator Norris said at the time of the so-
called steal.

Mr, HILL. This telegram is under
date of March 15, and reached me this
morning.

Mr. McKELLAR. Oh, yes; of course.

Mr, HILL. As I said, I did not solicit
it in any way whatever. It was sent to
me, and I think in justice to Lilienthal it
ought to be read at this point in the
RECORD.

Mr. McKELLAR. I know the Senator
from Alabama did not solicit it. But
do not all of us know that it was so-
licited just the same by someone else?

Mr. TOBEY. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. McEELLAR.
moment.

I shall yield in a
Everyone knows that what
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Dr. Morgan said applies at this point.
He said:

There is a practice of evasion, intrigue, and
sharp strategy.

The telegram which the Senator just
read—sharp strategy? Sharp strategy?
Dr. Morgan confinues:

With remarkable skill in alibi and the
habit of avoiding direct responsibility.

He does not deny it himself, but he
asks his friends to deny it for him.

Mr., TOBEY. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield to the Sen-
ator from New Hampshire.

Mr. TOBEY. The Senator from
Tennessee a few moments ago paid trib-
ute to Dr. Morgan, formerly chairman of
the board of T. V. A., and pointed out
that Dr. Morgan, as I understood his
language, “saved the day” by showing
up the effort of Lilienthal and somebody
else to steal millions of dollars. Is that
correct?

Mr. MCKELLAR. No; I was merely
quoting Senator Norris.

Mr. TOBEY. Yes. And in the quota-
tion the Senator brought that truth out,
did he not?

Mr. McKELLAR. That
came out, yes.

Mr. TOBEY. Exactly. I now point
out to the Senator that so far as virtue
being its own reward is concerned, in this
instance it does not apply, because short-
ly thereafter Dr. Morgan was thrown out
on his ear, in spite of the fine, heroic
work he had done; is that not correct?

Mr. McKELLAR. He was thrown out.

Mr. TOBEY. Where did he land?

Mr. McKELLAR. Idonotknow where
Dr. Morgan is.

Mr, TOBEY. I leave that,

Mr. MCKELLAR. Idonot know where
Dr. Morgan is, but the man he described
here, and that my good friend Senator
Norris described here, landed in Mor-
gan’s place and is supposed to be taking
his place.

Mr. TOBEY. And Dr. Morgan, who
saved the day, who showed this thing up,
goes ouf, and the other man stays in;
is that correct?

Mr, McKELLAR. Yes.
of the happenings.

statement

That is one

'Mr. BARKLEY., Mr. President, will

the Senator yield?

Mr. MCEELLAR. I yield.

Mr. BARKLEY. It ought to be stated
that Dr. Morgan’s separation from the
position as chairman of the T. V. A. and
as a member of the T. V. A. Board had
many ramifications wholly independent
of and disconnected altogether from this
episode to which the Senator from
Tennessee refers. We all understand
what happened at that time.

Mr. McEELLAR. Idonot. I wasnot

‘consulted, and do not know what hap-

pened at that time, I had built the
dams. Of course I had very little to do
with it. After the House refused to ap-
propriate any money, when the matter
came before our Appropriations Commit-
tee, my good friends on that committce
were more generous to me than I ever de-
served in all my life.
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I agree that
the members of the committee were gen-
erous with the Senator.

Mr. McKELLAR. I thank the Senator
for agreeing with me. They were more
genercus to me than I ever deserved, and
at my earnest request they granted the
money to me to build those dams, and I
feel I am under an obligation to see that
that money, and that a!l money which we
appropriate - for that activity, shall” be
honestly administered, and with the
greatest integrity and care.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri.
dent, will the Senator yield?

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield.

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. I merely de-
sire to say that I withdraw myself from
any encomium the Senator from New
Hampshire is paying Dr. Arthur E, Mor-
gan. I was opposed fo his confirmation
in the first place, and held it up here for
2 weeks until the former Senator from
Nebraska, Mr. Norris, and the Senator
from Tennessee talked me into with-
drawing my opposition and letting him
be confirmed. I did not think he was fit
to be on the board in the first place. I
still do not think he was. My views had
nothing to do with any activity of his as
a member of the T. V. A. They had to do
with some general flood-control views he
had announced from the grandstand be-
fore he was ever appointed on the T, V. A.
But it seems to me that the important
element in this matter is as to whether-
or not, in connection with the quotation
which the Senator from Tennessee has
just read from my dear friend, former
Senator Norris, the two gentlemen that
he mentions there, to wit, Mr. Lilienthal
and Dr, H. A. Morgan, still constitute a
majority of the T. V. A,

Mr. McKELLAR. They do constitute
a majority of the T. V. A,

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. In other
words, Senator Norris, in the quotation
the Senator has read, accused Mr.
Lilienthal and Dr. H, A. Morgan of what
is known in my section of the country
as skulduggery—not necessarily crim-
inal offense, but just general skuldug-
BEry.

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes, sir; that is it.
I continue to read from the telegram:

It is estimated that the House appropriated

in unexpended balances and in receipts $87,-
791,000. .

That is in this last appropriation.

And of this sum §8,600,000 was to be &
reserve. The committee thought that this
resérve should be eliminated and it was.
They cut down other small items amount-
ing in the aggregate to $2,000,000 and left
$77,981,600 appropriated to the Tennessee
Valley Authority for the ensuing year. In
other words, all this propaganda that Lilien-
thal is sending out, 98 percent of which is
false, arises over the cutting of his appro-
priations of about 2,000,000 out of a total of
£79,000,000, and yet he is falsely stating to
the people of the valley that the reduced
appropriation and his manner of getting it
from the Congress will eripple or hamstring
the Tennessee Valley Authority. The
United Stites Government has got nearly
a billion dollars invested in the Tennessee
Valley Authority which is managed dishon-
estly, improvidently, and, as Dr. Morgan says,
“with evasion, intrigue, and sharp strategy.”

Mr. Presi-
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The Congress of the United States has been
marvelously generous to me in giving me
the appropriations to build these magnificent
dams on the Tennessee River and I want
to say with the utmeost sincerity that as long
25 I am a Senator in this body those funds
are going to be used honestly and openly
for the benefit of the people, rather than to
turn them over to this man Lilienthal to be
run into waste that certain of his associates
have denounced as dishonest and corrupt.
He has made the Tennessee Valley Authority
a member of the private power trust, against
which Senator Norris and I fought so long.
Lilienthal today is lobbying by sending out
falsehoods all over the State—

I am not so sure but some of these
come directly or indirectly to Senators,
a fact concerning which I wish to pay
my respects on Monday.

Lilienthal today is lobbying by sending out
falsehoods all over the State, using the Gov-
ernment’s money for the purpose of circu-
lating this propaganda trying to save him-
self from an ignoble end which he knows
is facing him. Surely no one in Tennessee
belleves that at my age I am trying to obtain
patronage.

That is the only answer they had, that
because Senator McKELLAR has added
the $4,500 provision to the bill, which ap-
plies to Tennessee Valley and to all other
activities of Government and depart-
ments of Government, he is trying to
obtain patronage.

Good heavens! What would I do with
patronage, at my time of life? What in
the name of God could I do with it?
They must think I am simple-minded, to
charge me with trying to get patronage,
at my time of life.

The telegram concludes, as follows:

Lillenthal’s statement to that effect is a
willful, deliberate, and malicious falsehood. I
thank you very much for your request for the
facts.

Mr. President, I have taken the time
to read those two telegrams because they
have given the facts concerning what we
have done. The original Tennessee Val-
ley Authority Act provided that the Ten-
nessee Valley authorities should pay their
receipts into the Treasury of the United
States, just as every other governnrental
agency of the United States is required
to pay its receipts. By some marvelous
means, Lilienthal got the Eouse to insert
a provision that he need not pay those
receipts into the Treasury, but that he
could simply take the receipts and run
that great, almost billion-dollar plant as
he is doing—a plant which is bringing in
$65,000,000 or $70,000,000 a year. I know
the Senator from New York will excuse
me for taking his time at this late hour in

the afternoon. I would have waited until-

tomorrow to make the opening remarks
of the statement I expect to make; but
I understand that the majority leader
and minority leader believe the Senate
should take a recess until Monday. For
that reason I felt that this much of my
statement should go into today’s REcorb,

so that Senators could have it. I know-

that Senators are being communicated
with by Lilienthal’s ally, associate, and
great friend, a man by the name of Silli-
man Evans, who is running the Nashville
Tennesseean. I suppose most Senators
have read the vicious and outrageous
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falsehoods he has written in editorials.
I am sure he has done me a great service
by sending those editorials to Members
of the Senate, because I am confident no
Member of the Senate will believe'I am
the kind of man he has charged me with
being. At any rate, I hope Senators will
not believe his charges; because, as God
is my judge, Mr. President, I have but
one desire in this matter, and that is to
do what I honéstly and sincerely believe
to be right. I donot believe that Govern-
ment money, amounting to almost a bil-
lion dollars invested in that great insti-
tution in Tennessee, should be turned over
to Lilienthal, for him to use as he sees fit,
without regard to another living soul.
AUTHORIZATION FOR FINANCE COMMIT-

TEE TO FILE REPORT DURING RECESS

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Committee
on Finance be authorized to file during
the recess of the Senate its report on
Senate bill 1767.

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, will the

Senator yield?
Mr. BARELEY. I yield.
Mr. WHITE.: If the bill is to be re-

ported during the recess, can the Senator
give any information as fo when con-
sideration of the bill will be begun?

Mr. BARKLEY. It had been the pur-
pose to commence consideration of the
bill on Monday, if we were able to con-
clude consideration of the pending bill
today. However, I imagine the consid-
eration of Senate bill 1767 will follow
consideration of the pending bill.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the unanimous-consent re-
quest of the Senator from EKentucky?
Without objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield.

Mr. McKELLAR. I understand that
the Senator desires that the Senate take
a recess until Monday. Is that correct?

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes.

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senafor from

New York [Mr, Meap] very graciously -

gave me the privilege of making an in-
terpolation in the Recorp this afternoon.
I hope it will be understood that the Sen-
ate will take a recess, not an adjourn-
ment, until Monday, so that the Senator
from New York [Mr. Meap] will have the
floor on Monday.

Mr. BARKLEY. Oh, yes; that will be
the course.

Mr. McKELLAR, Very well

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. BARKLEY, I move that the Sen-
ate proceed to consider executive busi-
ness.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Senate proceeded to the consideration of
exgcutlve business, .

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate messages from the President of.
the United States submitting sundry
nominations, which were referred to the
appropriate committees.

(For nominations this day received,
see the end of Senate proceedings.)
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EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following favorable reports of
nominations were submitted:

By Mr. CONNALLY, from the Committee on
Foreign Relations: '

Avra M. Warren, of Maryland, now Ambas-
sador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary to
the Dominican Republic, to be Ambassador
Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary to Pana-
ma;

Leland B, Morris, of Pennsylvania, now En-
voy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipoten=
tiary to Iceland, to be Ambassador Extraor-
dinary and Plenipotentiary to Iran;

Orme Wilson, of New York, now a Foreign
Service officer of class 1 assigned to the De-
partment of State, to be Ambassador Extra-
ordinary and Plenipotentiary to Haiti;

Willard L. Beaulac, of Rhode Island, a For-
eign Service officer of class 1, now serving as
counselor of embassy at Madrid, to be Am-
bassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary
to Paraguay;

Ellis O. Briggs, of Maine, a Forelgn Serv-
ice officer of class 2, now serving as counselor
of embassy at Habana, to be Ambassador
Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary to the Do-
minican Republic;

Louis G. Dreyfus, Jr., of California, now
Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipo-
tentiary to Iran, to be Envoy Extraordinary
and Minister Plenipotentiary to Iceland;

Gen. Thomas Holcomb, of Delaware,
United States Marine Corps, retired, to be
Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipo-
tentiary to the Union of South Africa;

Kenneth 8. Patton, of Virginla, now a For-
eign Service officer of class 1 and consul gen-
eral at Calcutta, to be Envoy Extraordinary
and Minister Plenipotentiary to New Zea-
land: and

Rudolph E. Schoenfeld, of the District of
Columbia, now & Foreign Service officer of
class 1, to act as Chargé d’Affaires near the
Government of Luxemburg now established
in London.

By Mr. MCEELLAR, from the Committee on
Post Offices and Post Roads:

Bundry postmasters.

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be
no further reports of committees, the
clerk will state the nominations on the

- calendar.

THE ARMY

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of James Harold Doolittle to be
lieutenant general in the Army of the
United States.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, the nomination is confirmed.

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Hoyt Sanford Vandenberg to be
major general in the Army of the United
States.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, the nomination is confirmed.

That completes the Calendar.

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the Presi-
dent be immediately notified of all nomi-
nations confirmed today.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, the President will be notified
forthwith.

DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE JAMES A,
O'LEARY

The Senate resumed the consideration
of legislative business.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
lays before the Senate a resolution com-
ing from the House of Representatives,
which will be read.
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The resolution (H. Res. 4'?4) was read,
as follows:

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, U. S,
March 16, 1944,

Resolved, That he House has heard with
profound sorrow of the death of Hon.
JamEes A. O'LEARY, & Hepresentative from the
Btate of New York.

Resolved, That a committee of six Mem-
bers of the House with such Members of the
Benate as may be joined be appointed to
attend the funeral.

Resolved, That the Sergeant at Arms of
the House be authoriged and directed to take
such steps us may be necessary for carrying
out the provisions of these resclutions and
that the necessary expenses in conmection
therewith be paid out of the contingent fund
of the House.

Resolved, That the clerk communicate these
resolutions to the Senate and transmit a copy
thereof to the family of the deceased.

Resolved, That as a further mark of re-
spect the House do now adjourn.

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, in connec-
tion with the announcement of the death
of Hon. James A. O'LEary, late a Repre-
sentative from the State of New York, I
send to the desk a resolution, which I
ask to have read, and for which I ask
present consideration.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolu-
tion will be read.

The resolution (S. Res. 272) was read,

considered by unanimous consent, and

unanimously agreed to, as follows:
Benate Resolution 272

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with
profound sorrow the announcement of the
death of Hon, James A. O'LeEARy, late a Rep-
resentative from the State of New York.

Resolved, That a committee of two Sena~-
tors be appointed by the President of the
Senate to join the committee appointed on
the part of the House of Representatives to
attend the mneral of the deceased Repre-
sentative,

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate
these resolutions to the House of Representa-
tives and transmit a copy thereof to the
family of the deceased.

Under the second resolving clause the
Vice President appointed Mr. WaGNER
and Mr. MEeap as the committee on the
part of the Senate to attend the funeral
of the deceased Representative.

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, as a fur-
ther mark of respect to the memory of
the deceased Representative, I move that
the Senate take a recess until 12 o'clock
noon on Monday next.

The motion was unanimously agreed
to; and (at 5 o'clock and 33 minutes
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until
Monday, March 20, 1944, at 12 o'clock
meridian,

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by the
Senate March 16 (legislative day of Feb-
ruary 7), 1944,

THE JUDICIARY

Claude P. 'Stephens, of Kentucky, to be
United States attorney for the eastern dis-
trict of Eentucky, vice John T. Metcalf, re-
signed.

TERRITORY OF ALASKA

Ernest Gruening, of New York, to be Gov-
ernor of the Territory of Alaska, (Reap-
pointment.)
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PROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY OF THE
UNITED ETATES
To be colonel with rank from February 9,
1944

Lt. Col, Hubert Reilly Harmon, Air"Corps
(temporary major general).

To be colonel with rank from March 1, 1944

Lt. Col. Benjamin Greeley Ferris, Infantry
(temporary brigadier general).

Lt. Col. Charles Samuel Ritchel, Infantry
(temporary colonel).

Lt. Col. Thomas Guerdon Hearn, Infantry
(temporary major general).

Lt. Col. Donald Henley, Infantry,

Lt. Col. Joseph Daly Coughlan, Chemical
Warfare Service (temporary colonel).

Lt. Col, Reese Maughan Howell, Field Ar-
tillery (temporary brigadier general).

Lt. Col. Henry Jervis Friese Miller, Air corps
(temporary major general), subject to ex-
amination required by law.

MEDICAL CORPS
To be colonel

Lt. Col. Willlam Donaldson Fleming, Medi-
cal Corps (temporary colonel) with rank from
April 6, 1944,

Lt. Col. Samuel Demetrius Avery, Medical
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from
April 9, 1944,

Lt. Col. Francis Joseph Clune, Medical
Corps, with rank from April 10, 1944, .

Lt. Col. George Edward Idndow. Medical
Corps (temporary colonel), with rank from
April 16, 1944, :

Lt. Col. Jaime Julian Figueras, Medical
Corps (temporary colonel), with rsnk from
April 20, 1944,

DENTAL CORPS
To be colonel

Lt. Col. Willlam Elder Sankey, Dental Corps
(temporary colonel), with rank from April
17, 1844.

To be lieutenant colonel

Maj. James Harvey Pence, Dental Corps

(temporary colonel), with rank from April 1,
1944,

To be captain
First Lt. 8. Kingdon Avery, Dental Corps
(temporary captain), with rank from April
19, 1944,
VETERINARY CORPS
To be colonel
Lt, Col. Herbert Eelly Moore, Veterinary
Corps, with rank from April 1, 1944,
CHAPLAINS
To be colonel
Chaplain’ (Lt, Col.) Harry Dubois South-
ard, United States Army (temporary colonel),
with rank from April 4, 1944,

To be captain

Chaplain (First Lt.) John Henry Hingson,
United States Army  (temporary captain),
with rank from April 15, 1044,

IN THE Navy

Capt. Thomas L. Sprague, United States
Navy, to be a rear admiral in the Navy, for
temporary service, to rank from the 16th day
of April 1943.

CONFIRMATIONS

Executive nominations confirmed by
the Senate March 16 (legislative day of
February 7), 1944:
TEMPORARY AFPPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY OF

THE UNITED STATES
TO BE LIEUTENANT GENERAL
James Harold Doolittle
TO BE MAJOR GENERAL
Hoyt Sanford Vandenberg
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

THURSDAY, MarcH 16, 1944

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera
Montgomery, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

Our Father, we praise Him who hath
granted unto us exceeding great and
precious promises that through them we
might become sharers in the divine in-
heritance; to these let us add strong
faith, self-control, endurance, and godli-
ness. Incpire us to hallow our gifts,
time, and influence. Thou, Lord of the
temple, reveal Thyself in light, in grace,
and in all goodness, full of blessings.

Impress us, blessed Master, that the
measure of our labor and diligence is the
measure of our success. Every earnest
endeavor to serve God and man and
every temptation mastered is added
strength in that chamber where a man
meets himself. As legislators, chosen by
a free people, our responsibilities are
outstanding and tremendous; we pray
that they may be marked by loftiness of
purpose and distinguished by the moral
law and not by the rigor and rudeness of
selfishness. Heavenly Father, let our
sense of truth and honor be on the very
highest plane, as a lamp shining in a
dark place until fhe day dawns and the
morning star rises in our hearts. Grant
that the glorious realities of patriotic
citizenship may dominate and be re-
flected in every group throughout our
broad land. Unto our Saviour be glory
both now and to the day of eternity.
Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yes-
terday was read and approved.

RESIGNATION FROM COMMITTEE

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following resignation: '
FErrUARY 20, 1944,
Hon. Sam RAYBURN,
Speaker of the House,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D. C.
Dear Mr. SpeAxer: I hereby tender my res-
fgnation as a member of the Committee on
the Post Office and Post Roads.
Sincerely yours,
Emory H. PRICE.

The SPEAKER. Without objzction,
the resignation is agreed to.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following resignation from commit-
tee:

MarcH 15, 1944,
Hon. SAM RAYBURN,
Speaker of the House,
Washington, D, C.

DeArR MR. SPEAKER: 1 herewlith tender my
resignation from the following committees:
The Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds and the Committee on Accounts.

Respectfully yours,
JoHN D. McWILLIAMS,

The SPEAKER. Without objection,

the resignation is accepted.
There was no objection.
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ELECTION TO STANDING COMMITTEES

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I offer
& resolution (H. Res. 470), and ask for its
immediate consideration.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That Emory H. PricE, of the State
of Florida, and Wmniam A. Rowawn, of the
Btate of Illinois, be, and they are hereby,
elected members of the Standing Committee
of the House of Representatives on Naval
Affairs.

The resolution was agreed to.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts, Mr,
Speaker, I coffer a resolution (H. Res.
471), which I send to the desk and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That JorN D. McWiLriams, of
Connecticut, is hereby elected to the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs,

The resolution was agreed to.

LABOR'S PERFORMANCE IN PRODUCING
IMPLEMENTS OF WAR

Mr. LUDLOW, Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimots consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks and include a letter I have re-
ceived from Mr. Donald Nelson, Chair-
man of the War Production Board.

The SPEAKER, Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

[Mr. Luprow addressed the House.
His remarks appear in the Appendix.]

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

(By unanimous consent, Mr, Hocr and
Mr. Mirrer of Nebraska were granted
permission to extend their own remarks
in the record.)

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. OUTLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that on tomorrow,
after the disposition of business on the
Speaker's desk and any other special
orders heretofore granted, I may address
the House for 20 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection?

There was no objection.

SOUND FINANCIAL CONDITION OF THE
UNITED STATES

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. SNYDER. I assume that most
every Member in this Chamber reads
David Lawrence, the columnist. I wish
to read into the REcorD an article by him,
as it is commendable to Congress. It ap-
pears in the Washington Star of March
6 and reads as follows:

CONGRESS DOES A GOOD JOB—ANALYSIS SHOWS
FINANCES OF THE UNITED STATES SOUNDER
THAN ANY COUNTRY IN THE WORLD
When American people do a good job they

should be commended for it. When Con-

gress does a good job it should be commended
too, and the facts are that the finances of the

Government of the United States are in bet-

ter shape than those of any other govern-

ment in the world, and better still, than they
have been since the outbreak of the war.

The story should be broadeast as widely a.s

possible.

XC——169
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The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania has expired.

SIMPLIFIED INCOME-TAX RETURN

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
my remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I
notice present on the floor the gentleman
from North Carolina [Mr. DoucHTON],
chairman of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee, and the gentleman from Minne-
sota [Mr. KNuTsoN], ranking member on
the minority side. There is a great deal
in the newspapers about simplification
of tax returns. I understand the Treas-
ury Department has extended the time
until April 15 for the filing of tentative
returns on 1944 income. In the event
this Congress fails to simplify the returns
before that date, I believe there will be
further reaction against the Congress for
having led the people to believe that a
simplification would be forthcoming, and
then the returns have to be filed under
the same old rules,

Mr. KNUTSON.,
yield?

Mr. CRAWFORD. 1 yield.

Mr. KNUTSON. The Ways and Means
Committee is working on simplification
now, and we hope to have the basic points
agreed upon this week, so that we will
be ready to report a bill to the House
within the next few weeks.

Mr. CRAWFORD. That is whatI am
interested in, so that we will get it passed
before April 15.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Michigan has expired.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Will the gentleman

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, I ask |

unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the Appendix and include
therein a newspaper article quoting Dr.
Ruthven, president of the University of

Michigan, regarding the effort of Federal |

agencies to build political power through
the public schools.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the Appendix of the RECORD
and include an article on the Polish
question, which appears in a magazine
printed in England, entitled “The Nine-
teenth Century and After,” by Mr. F. A,
Voigt, its editor, I have taken this mat-
ter up with the Public Printer, who ad-
vises me it exceeds the amount allowed
under the regulations, and that the total
cost will be $195. Notwithstanding, I
ask unanimous consent that it may be in-
cluded in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. Notwithstanding,
and without objection, the extension may
be made.

There was no ob]ection.

Mr. GAVIN. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the Appendix and include
therein an editorial.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection. -
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JEWISH HOMELAND IN PALESTINE
Mr. GAVIN. Mr, Speaker, I ask

unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks.
The SPEAKER. Is there objection?
There was no objection.

[Mr. Gavin addressed the House., His
remarks appear in the Appendix.]
EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. HCRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask

unanimous consent to extend my own re-
marks and include certain extraneous
matter,

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. MYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own re-
marks in the Recorp and include therein
a short radio address delivered by a
young man at the Malvern Preparatory
School on the soldiers’ vote bill..

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

(Mr. CeLLER asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his own re-
marks.)

JEWISH HOMELAND IN PALESTINE

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and.-extend
my own remarks.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the gentleman from Pennsylvania
for his remarks on the subject of the
Wright-Compton resolution.

Unfortunately my views on the Wright-
Compton resolution have been misin-
terpreted. Ofttimes in the heat of de-
bate gratuitous remarks are injected,
which, uncorrelated with definite aims
heretofore expressed, may give erro-
neous impressions. I am and ever have
been for the establishment of a Jewish
commonwealth in Palestine.

As to the pending resolution, I shall
oppose any amendment that militates
against the establishment of such a com-
monwealth.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own re-
marks in the Appendix of the Recorp and
include therein an article by Mr. Walter
Lippmann appearing in the Washington
Post.

The SPEAKER., Without objectmn it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

CEILING PRICE ON STRAWBERRIES

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my
own remarks.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

[Mr. ForericeT addressed the House.
His remarks appear in the Appendix.]
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EXTENSION OF PRICE CONTROL ACT

Mr. HAYS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend my own
remarks.

The SPEAKER, Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. HAYS. Mr. Speaker, I recently
spent a few days in my district and I re-
turned to Washington with a clear im-
pression that the people almost unani-
mously favor an extension of the Price
Control Act. I am glad to learn that the
chairman of the Banking Committee
[Mr. Spence] has introduced a bill to
provide for such extension. I also wish
to endorse in its entirety the statement
issued during my absence by three of my
colleagues on that committee, the gentle-
man from North Carolina [Mr. FoLgEr],
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. DiL-
weel], and the gentleman from Nevada
[Mr. SurLLivan], urging prompt and full
hearings on the bill.

I join them in urging that the admin-
istration of the act be fully considered so
that the agency may meet its real pur-
pose of preventing runaway prices and at
the same time avoid needless and op-
pressive hardships upon our people.
my opinion the public will be greatly in-
terested in these hearings and will fully
approve efforts to correct legislative and
administrative weaknesses in this pro-
Bram.

WASHINGTON, N. C., FIRST TOWN NAMED
: AFTER WASHINGTON

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent’ to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and exiend
my own remarks.

The SPEAKER.
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

[Mr. . Bonner addressed the House.
His remarks appear in the Appendix.]

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to extend my own remarks
“in the Recorp, and include therein an
editorial from the New York Herald
Tribune.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. LEONARD W. HALL. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent to extend my
own remarks in the Recorp, and Yo in-
clude therein a short speech by me.

The SPEAEKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

THE PUBLIC DEBT

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute, to revise and extend my
own remarks, and to include therein a
letter from a constituent.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. GROSS. Mr, Speaker, I received
& letter from a very conscientious con-
stituent of mine which reads in part, as
follows:

I guess it s foolish of me in my declining
years to be so concerned about our freedom

Without objection, it

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

and future. But I wish more people were '

more sensitive to our real position in the
world. Our Natlon now bankrupt and the
planners and spenders still looking for ways
to spend. When the final day of reckoning
comes the children will begin to cry and those
responsible will be gone and the generation
responsible for having the Belshazzer feast
today will bemoan their fate.
EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my own remarks in the Recorp and
include therein an editorial from the
Houston Chronicle on the subject of
lend-lease aid to Russia.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own re-
marks in the ReEcorp and to include an
article from the Christian Science Moni-
tor on lend-lease.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection,

STABILIZATION OF INTERNATIONAL
EXCHANGE

Mr. DEWEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min-
ute, to revise and extend my own re-
marks, and to include therein a short
article from the Washington Star of
March 15.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

[Mr. Dewey addressed the House.
His remarks appear in the Appendix.]

EXTENSION OF REMARES

Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my own re-
marks in the Appendix of the ReEcorp by
printing therein an editorial written by
former-Governor Cox, of Ohio.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection,

THANKS AND APPRECIATION

Mr. RAMSPECE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute. .

The SPEAKER., Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. RAMSPECEK. Mr. Speaker, I wish
to take this opportunity of expressing my
sincere gratitude to the many colleagues
of mine in the Congress who communi-
cated with my office and with me during
my recent illness. It is a source of much
gratification to have your friends inter-
ested in you when you are sick. I am
certainly happy, however, to be back with
you and to be again associated with such
fine colleagues.

BTABILIZATION OF INTERNATIONAL
EXCHANGE

Mr, ENUTSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
my own remarks, ;

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. ENUTSON. Mr. Speaker, a few
moments ago the gentleman from Illi-
nois [Mr. DEWEY] expressed apprehen-
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sior. and alarm over an alleged agree-
ment that has been entered into between
the United States and several of the
larger United Nations pertaining to post-
war finance, As I recall, the Speaker
appointed a special committee some
months ago to which the distinguished
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.
DoucHTON], chairman of the Ways and
Means Committee, and myself were ap-
pointed. The able gentleman from Mis-
sissippi [Mr. Cormer] was named chair-
man. That committee was to keep track
of post-war planning, which I presumed
would embrace post-war financing
abroad. To my knowledge that commit-
tee has never held a meeting. It would
be shocking indeed for this administra-
tion to enter into fast and binding
agreements with other countries with-
out at least doing the Congress the cour-
tesy of advising in advance what it is
proposed to do.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman has expired.

STABILIZATION OF INTERNATIONAL
EXCHANGE

Mr. GOSSETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 1
minute,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. GOSSETT]?

There was no objection.

Mr. GOSSETT. Mr. Speaker, I sym-
pathize very much with what the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. DEweY] and the
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. ENvUT-
soN] have just said. Under our pres-
ent rules of congressional procedure, and
especially under the constitutional re-
quirement of a two-thirds vote of the
Senate for ratification of treaties, we
must expect the Executive more and
more to act in international matters
without consulting the Congress. It
occurs to me that all these committees
investigating post-war collaboration
will become absolutely futile unless and
until the constitutional provision requir-
ing a two-thirds vote in the Senate to
ratify treaties is changed.

This Congress in effect has no voice
now whatsoever concerning inter-
national dealings and more and more in
the future will be inept and impotent in
these matters. The constitutional pro-
vision as to a two-thirds vote in the
Senate is an obstacle to congressional
expression, it handicaps this country in
the administration of international
affairs. -

Let us remove this stump upon which
our international affairs will continue to
be wrecked and change that provision
to a simple majority of the House and
Senate in the matter of treaty ratifi-
cation.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Texas has expired.

EXTENSION OF REMARES

Mr. BENNETT of Missouri. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my own remarks in the Recorp and
to include therein letters from two con-
stituents.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to

“the request of the gentleman from Mis-

souri [Mr. BENNETT]?
There was no objection.
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BTABILIZATION OF INTERNATIONAL
EXCHANGE

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend my own remarks in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. SmiTH]?

There was no objection.

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, re-
garding the proposals of the administra-
tion for so-called post-war monetary col-
laboration, I wish to announce that I
have just completed a second study of
the Keynes-Morgenthau scheme which
I expect to present to the House next
Wednesday, March 22.

Members will recall that I gave to this
body the first study dealing with this
subject November 1, 1843, under the title
“British Plot to Seize Control of United
States Gold.”

The paper which I shall present to you
next Wednesday will clearly demon-
strate that the alleged capital formation
- of the Keynes-Morgenthau scheme is a
fraud.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. HOFFMAN, Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min-
ute, revise and extend my own remarks
in the Recorp and to include a telegram
and a statement and to print the same
in the Appendix of the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mich-
igan [Mr. HoFFman]?

There was no objection.

[Mr. HorFrMAN addressed the House,
His remarks appear in the Appendix.]

INCREASE IN COMPENSATION TO SUBSTI-
TUTE EMPLOYEES IN THE POSTAL
SERVICE

Mr. BURCH of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
I call up the conference report and state-
ment on the bill (H. R. 2836) to grant
increases in compensation to substitute
employees in the Postal Service, and for
other purposes, and I ask unanimous
consent that the statement of the man-
agers on the part of the House be read in
lieu of the full conference report.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Vir-
ginia [Mr. Burcu]?

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr,
Speaker, reserving the right to object,
what is this bill?

Mr. BURCH of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
it is a bill that we have had in confer-
ence and the conferees have reached a
unanimous agreement. The bill was
passed by the House and provided that
after a substitute had served as much as
5 years or more he could be made, should
a vacancy occur, a regular of the fifth
class.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Do
the minority members of the committee
know this is going to be called up at this
time?

Mr. BURCH of Virginia. Yes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Vir-
ginia [Mr. BUurcr]?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the statement of the
managers on the part of the House.
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The conference report and statement
are as follows:

CONFERENCE REPORT

The committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
2836) to grant increases In compensation to
substitute employees in the Postal Service,
and for other purposes, having met, after
full and free conference, have agreed to rec-
ommend and do recommend to their respec-
tive Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amend-
ments numbered (2) and (3).

That the House recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the Senate num-
bered (1).

And agree to the same.

T. G. BurcH,
B. FRaANK WHELCHEL,
D. J. Wagb,
FRED A. HARTLEY, Jr,,
N. M. Mason,

Managers on the part of the House.
EKENNETH MCEELLAR,
CARL HAYDEN,
WiLriam LANGER,
C. D. Buck,

Managers on the part of the Senate.

STATEMENT

The managers on the part of the House at
the conference on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses on the amendments of the
Senate to the bill (H. R. 2836) to grant in-
creases in compensation tc substitute em-
ployees in the Postal Service, and for other
purposes, submit the following statement in
explanation of the effect of the action agreed
upon and recommended in the accompanying
conference report as to each of such amend-
ments, namely:

Amendment No. 1: This amendment limits
credit for adjustments of the increases in the
rates of pay of substitute employees in the
Postal Service to 3 years of past continuous
service and the hourly rate of compensation
is adjusted accordingly.

Amendment No. 2: This amendment re-
quires 3 years of continuous active service to
qualify for allowable service; whereas, under
the original bill 1 year of continuous active
service is sufficient.

Amendment No, 8. This amendment pro-
vides that allowable service shall be only
such service as has been rendered immedi-
ately prior to the approval of this act;
whereas the original bill does not contain
such requirement.

T. G. BURcH,
B. Frank WHELCHEL,
Davip J. WaRD,

The SPEAKER. The question is on
agreeing to the conference report.

The conference report was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

EXTENSION OF REMARES

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to extend my own remarks
in the Recorp and to include therein an
editorial showing how Minnesota has al-
tered its laws to conform to the soldiers
voting bill. -

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Min-
nesota [Mr, Juppl?

There was no objection.

Mr. PETERSON of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my own remarks in the RECORD
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and to include therein copies of two
letters from the Comptroller General.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Florida [Mr. PETERSON]?

There was no objection.

Mr. MORRISON of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my own remarks in the Recorp
and to include therein a letter I have
received from a soldier in the armed
forces and to include also a letter I have
written to Chester Bowles, head of the
O. P. A,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to. the request of the gentleman from
Louisiana [Mr, MoRrrISON]?

There was no objection.

Mr. MONKIEWICZ. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to extend my own
remarks in the Recorp and to include
therein an article appearing in this
morning’s New York Times.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Connecticut [Mr. MoNRIEWICZ]?

There was no objection.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, on
Monday next, affer disposition of busi-
ness on the Speaker's table and at the
conclusion of any special orders hereto-
fore entered, I ask unanimous consent
to address the House for 20 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
California [Mr. GEARHART]?

There was no objection.

ELECTION TO COMMITTEE

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Speaker, I pre-
sent a privileged resolution and ask for
its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution (H. Res.
473), as follows:

Resolved, That Cecir R. King of the State
of Callfornia be, and he is hereby, elected a
member of the standing committee of the
House of Representatives on Ways and
Means.

The resolution was agreed to.
A motion to reconsider was laid on the

table.

AUTHORIZING SPEAKER TO BIGN
ENROLLED BILL 8. 1285

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that notwith-
standing the adjournment of the House
the Speaker may be authorized to sign
the enrolled bill, S. 1285. .

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. McCorMACK]?

There was no objection.

LEGISLATIVE AND JUDICIARY
APPROPRIATION BILL—1945

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 4414) making appro-
priations for the legislative branch and
for the judiciary for the fiscal year end-
ing June 30, 1945, and for other purposes;
and pending that motion, Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that general de-
bate continue for 1%2 hours, one-half of
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that time to be controlled by the gentle-
man from Indiana [Mr. Jornson]l, and
one-half by myself,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ken-
tucky [Mr. O'NeaL]l?

There was no objection.

The SPEAEKER. The question is on
the motion offered by the gentleman
from Eentucky [Mr. O’NeaLl.

The motion was agreed to. .

Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union for the con-
sideration of the bill H. R. 4414, with Mr,
Ricuaarps in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The first reading of the bill was dis-
pensed with.

Mr. O'NEAL., Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 10 minutes.

Mr. Chairman, this is the annual sup-
ply bill for the legislative branch and
for the judiciary. In previous bills we
have explained to the Congress the
workings of the various units of organ-
ization under this bill, and I am not
going into any extended explanation at
this time.

I would like to state that we have been
fortunate in the preparation of this bill
to have the services of the somewhat new
clerk of the Appropriations Committee,
Mr. Orescan, who has done a very satis-
factory job. Although this is the small-
est regular bill coming from the Appro-
priations Committee, there is no more
pleasant committee to serve on than this
committee. The associations have been
most worth while, and the cooperation of
the members of the committee on both
sides of the aisle, Mr. HENDRICKS, Mr.
Gogrg, and Mr. Kmwan on the Demo-
cratic side and Mr. JounsoN of Indiana,
Mr. Proeser, and Mr, TIBBOTT, & new
member on the committee, has made
very pleasant the few weeks we have
spent in examining the requests for ap-
propriations.

As you gentlemen know, the Bureau
of the Budget does nothing in the way
of preparing and examining appropria-
tions for the legislative branch. It
merely transmits them to the Congress.
The same is true as to the judiciary ap-
propriation, with the exception that the
Bureau of the Budget is authorized to
make comments and recommendations if
it cares to do so.

“The bill this year, as it has been for
the last several years, is cut to the bone.
- I do not want to brag about the judiciary
and legislative committee, nor do I want
to praise Congress, but I must state that
Congress governs itself as far as ex-
penditures are concerned in a very close,
economical way. We function up here
on the Hill,-in my opinion, on as small
an amount of money as really is prac-
ticable, and I am proud of the fact that
the Appropriations Committee which has
cut the appropriations of so many of the
executive departments has been and is
now egually zealous in controlling ap-
propriations for the legislative branch
of the Government.

The total.amount carried in this bill
is approximately $59,606,000. Of this
total, the amount of $46,£00,000, in round
numbers, is for the legislative branch
and $13,000,C00 for the judiciary.
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Of the total of $46,000,000 carried in
the bill for the legislative branch, the
amount of $21,165,000 is chargeable as
the total expense of the Congress. This,
one of the three great branches of the
Government, is run on $21,000,000 an-
nually. There is a slight increase due
to overtime, but the entire operation of
running the legislative branch is ap-
proximately $21,000,000. The balance of
$25,000,000 is for the Library of Con-
gress, the Botanic Garden, and the Gov-
ernment Printing Office. Of the $21,-
000,000-plus chargeable to Congress, the
amount of $9,602,000 is for the House
of Representatives and $4,057,000 for
the Senate. .

Just as a matter of information,, the
amount recommended in the bill is an
apparent increase of $1,467,000 over the
current year’s appropriation. However,
when the cost of additional compensa-
tion in lieu of war overtime, which we
are required to pay by law, still to be
appropriated for the current fiscal year,
is added to the appropriation already
made, the net result is a decrease of
$37,325 under the requirements for the
fiscal year 1944.

The amount of $59,606,000 carried in
the bill is $2,027,000 under the Budget
estimate. The decrease of $37,325, when
compared with 1944 requirements, indi-
cates—and correctly so—that the princi-
pal reason for the increase is the addi-
tiona: war compensation.

As much as we would have liked to
grant increases in salaries here on the
Hill, there are only two slight increases
in the bill, one for $600 and one for $300,
and they were very meritorious.

We increased the amount for the
Architect, who is in charge of the physi-
cal upkeep and maintenance of this
building and other buildings. We al-
lowed this year the amount of $40,000
for painting the dome of the Capitol.
Heretofore this has been done every 4
years but in the interest of economy the
item was omitted from the bill last year.
Provision for this work had to be made
this year because the dome has gone un-
painted for 5 years and is deteriorat-
ing, or will soon deteriorate, due to the
fact that the paint is sloughing off, and
good business dictates that that money
be spent.

In the operations of the power plant
we have had to grant an increase because
of the increased price of coal. In the
Library we gave a few increases in posi-
tions Fourteen were requested. We
allowed seven, and those seven are of
a very unusual character. I think every
one is for work in connection with some
foreign field, principally the Near East
and the Far East, dealing with languages
and areas that very few people in this
country know very much about, and de-
velop:ng information necessary and help-
ful to our military operations. We have
theretore allowed these positions to build
up that part of the Library, which needs
help and support for the purposes of the
war. However, even the cost of these
positions will have to be defrayed out of
savings that may acerue during the fiscal
year. We have allowed a small sum for
printing and binding to take care of the
accumulation of binding work in the Li-
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brary. We declined to appropriate
$300,000 for a new building which was
very badly needed. The space in which
a cafeteria was previously located cannot
be used due to the fire hazard. There
are other needs which were very well
justified, but we felt it was an expensive
proposition at this time, and more ex-
pensive now than it probably would be
later.

The Government Printing Office had
to have this year an increase in its re-
volving fund, its working capital, and the
Deficiency Committee increased the
working capital from $3,000,000 to
$20,000,000. We, in turn, have done the
same thing for 1945, because with the
vast amount of business they are doing
there, it is necessary to have more work-
ing capital. It is not a loss, because at
the end of 12 months, after the ficeal vear
is over, that amount must be returned
to the Treasury. It is merely working
capital.

As to the judiciary part of this bill,
practically every increase recommended
is due to overtime and to additional ex-
penses required by law. There were
some things that we had included under
the judiciary items which the full com-
mittee struck out, and today I believe
the judiciary, presided over by a very
marvelous group of men, is performing
its work at a minimum of expense, and I
personally feel that sometime common
justice will demand that we give this im-
portant branch of our Government more
help than it has at the present time.

I would like to say in conclusion that
I think the departments on the Hill are
in excellent hands. y

On the business side Mr, Shanks and
his organization have impressed us with
the thoroughness, the interest, and the
devotion that they have shown in all
matters pertaining to the proper han-
dling of money on the Hill.

The Government Printing Office is a
remarkable institution and one that
every citizen in this country can be
proud of.

The Library of Congress is the largest
and greatest library in the world. The
Librarian in my opinion, is one of the
ablest and most devoted public servants -
in the employ of the Government today.
He is doing a tremendously important
job as Librarian, and I think it is time
for us all to recognize that fact, and I
know that we will continue to be more
and more proud of our Library.

There are many other men whom I
would like to mention, but time does not
permit. I am very confident that the
committee has done a sound and con-
scientious job, and that this Congress
can feel gratified in the work being done
by the Congress as a legislalive depart-
ment. The Members of this body may
feel sure that the most careful and
conscientious studies of every kind are
conducted by their legislative committees
in the interest of good legislation. :

The CHAIRMAN., The time of the
gentleman from Kentucky has expired.

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 1 additional minute.

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. O'NEAL, Yes.
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Mr. WRIGHT. I think that the trou-
ble with most of this is that we do not
, utilize the touls that we have. I know
that I am to be criticized myself in that
respect and it is only recently that I have
learned to use the legislative reference.

Mr. O'NEAL. I commend everybody
to the use of the Legislative Reference
Service of the Library. That service can
do the Members inestimable good in
research work on subjects to which they
themselves have not the time to devote.
I believe that possibly in time we may
be able to increase the amount given in
this bill for this purpose, to the beneflt
of the Congress itself, and to the people
of Americd, who get much of their in-
formation through Congress and the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from E=nfucky has again ex-
pired.

Mr. O’'NEAL. Mr, Chairman, I yield
10 minutes to the gentleman from Mis-
souri [Mr. CocHRAN].

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, re-
cently I gave the House information that
came to me relative to the sale of dry-
cell batteries at the Ogden, Utah, Army
Depot. I told the House that I had
taken this matter up with Under Secre-
tary of War Patterson, and added he
was greatly exercised when he called me
on the telephone. He assured me that
the Inspector General of the Ninth Serv-
ice Command would make a complete
investigalion of the sale of these bat-
teries.

A preliminary investigation was made
and then the Inspector General of the
Army decided to make a more extensive
investigation to definitely fix the respon-
sibility for the sale, so that appropriate
action may be taken by the War Depart-
ment.

Let it be distinetly understood that the
War Department in no manner, shape,
or form attempts to defend the sale of
the batteries at the prices which were
received. It admits that there was a
serious lack of business judgment. Asa
result of the preliminary investigation
remedial changes have already been in-
stituted to provide for the enforcement
of all existing regulations governing the
sale and disposal of salvaged property.

I have stated on numerous occasions
that there is going to be billions of dol-
lars of surplus preperty in this country
after the war. However, there is a tre-
mendous amount of surplus property at
the present time, goods of every descrip-
tion which cannot be purchased in the
open market. My contention is that
where this class of goods is available,
whether it be trucks, motorcycles, all
types of consumer goods, or what not,
and it has been declared surplus it should
be placed on the market because if sold
now it in no way interferes with private
industry. Then again, when a situation
exists that only through the Government
can certain items be purchased, certain-
1y we should receive what we paid for the
commodities if they are in first-class con-
dition.

I am pleased to say that as a result of
tiie Executive order issued by the Presi-
dent on February 21 which resulted in
the appointment of Hon. William L,
Clayton as Administrator of the Surplus
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War Property Administration, an organ-
ization is being set up which in the end
should certainly result in the proper dis-
tribution of surplus property, and further
than that, see that that surplus property
is not disposed of at ridiculous prices
such as occurred in connection with the
sale of the batteries.

Reports of the Inspector General are
considered confidential records of the
War Department but I have been fur-
nished with a brief of the preliminary in-
vestigation of the sale of the batteries.
Of course, everyone is going to be greatly
disturbed when they read a report of the
investigation as it has so far progressed,
especially when the information con-
tained in this report confirms the state-
ment 1 made at the outset. It will be
hard for one to understand how an in-
dividual; who was a civilian employee of
the depot, could purchase surplus prop-
erty in his own name, especially when it
is a violation of an Army regulation to
dispose of surplus property in that man-
ner, It is my understanding this em-
ployee has been discharged. ;i

The report shows that in one case
25,891 batteries cost the Government
$17,762, and 1,189 batteries cost the Gov-
ernment $237.55, but the amazing fea-
ture is that this civilian employee at the
depot offered $15 for the lot and his offer
was accepied. A second lot consisting of
65,909 batteries cost the Government
$142,934. A third lot consisting of 324
batteries ccst $231; 23,587 out of the sec-
ond and third lots were sold for $65 to the
same civilian employee, and 42,646 were
,old to a resident of Utah for $50. Others,
besides this civilian employee, participat-
ed in the sale and resale of the batteries.
Part of the batteries purchased by the
civilian employee were disposed of
through a salesman employed by an-
other individual. So far the price re-
ceived has not been determined. It has
been determined, however, that this ci-
vilian employee interested his brother in
the transaction and that his brother sold
part of the batteries for $20,000. I think
that the House and the country are en-
titled to know the facts in connection
with this sale. Itis my opinion that when
situations such as this are disclosed it will
be beneficial to the Government in the
handling of surplus property in the fu-
ture. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I will in-
clude as part of my remarks, the infor-
mation that has been sent to me., The
statement in reference to the preliminary
investigation that I received follows:

1. This report contains the results of the
investigation thus far of the sale of dry-cell
batteries at the Army Services Dapot, Ogden,
Utah. The investigation has not been com-
pleted and the results reported at this time
must therefore be regarded as tentative only.

2. During the period April 17 to May
1, 1843, the salvage officer at Utah Army
Service Degpot, Ogden, Utah, received 27,090
dry-cell batteries of various sizes pursuant to
the terms of two inventory and inspection
reports both dated April 17, 1943, One
covered 25,891 dry-cell batteries at a cost to
the Government of $17,762.63 and the other
covered 1,199 batteries at a cost to the Gov-
ernment of §237.65. These batteries were all
over-age and therefore no longer suitable for
military purposes.

3. On or about April 28, 1943, Mr. J. W.
Harbertson approached the salvage officer and
asked permission to buy these batteries which
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were lying out in the open and were about
to be destroyed. He offered a price of $15.00
for the lot. The salvage officer states that
he accepted this offer after securing authority
from headquarters, Ninth Service Command,
to make the sale. Payment was made in
cash by Mr. Harbertson and the money furned
into the finance officer at Ogden, Utah. Mr,
Harbertson removed the batteries on May 1,
1943.

4, A second lot of dry-cell batteries con-
sisting of 65,900 batteries costing $142,934 .78,
and a third lot consisting of 324 batteries
costing $231.06 were received by the same
salvage officer In September 1943 pursuant
to Reports of Survey dated August 31, 1943,
and September 20, 1943, respectively. All
these batteries were also over-age and there-
fore unsuitable for military purposes.

5. The second and third lots were sold by
the salvage officer to Mr, J. W. Harbertson,
who purchased 23,687 on September 20, 1943
for $65.00 and Mr. W. W. Grothe of Bountiful,
Utah, who purchased 42,646 on September 23,
1943, for $5000. Thess sales were also made
by direct negotiations pursuant to authority
granted by headquarters, Ninth Service Com-
mand.

6. The salvage officer explained to both
purchasers that the batteries were over-age
and unsuitable for military purposes.

7. Mr. J. W. Harbertson was a civilian em-
ployee at the depot. This fact was not de-
veloped by the salvage officer at the time
of the first sale; whether or not the fact was
known by the salvage officer prior to the sec-
ond sale has not been established. Sale to
an employee of the Government is contrary
tc Army regulations. Some of the batterlies
acquired by Mr. J, W. Harbertson were dis-
posed of through salesmen employed by one
A. W. Schryber. The number so sold and
the amounts received for them have not been
determined, Mr.J W. Harbertson interested
his brother, James M. Harbertson, of Ogden,
Utah, in attempting to dispose of the re-
maining batteries. Mr. James M. Harbertson
sold most of the remaining ones to Jake
Hayutin & Sons, of Denver, In November
1943, for $20,000. On instructions from the
Hayutin firm, some or all of the batteries pur-
chased by that firm were shipped to Burstein-
Applebee, of Kansas City.

8. The disposition of the batteries pur-
chased by Mr. Grothe is not known. He is
not employed by the Government and has not
been questioned.

9. There 1s no eviderice thus far of fraud or
collusion on the part of the salvage officer
or any other employee of the Government.

10. The batteries were turned over to the
salvage officer because they had passed the
predetermined shelf life which had been
established to reflect deterioration due to
age,

11. An error was made in disposing of the
batteries £t prices not In keeping with resale
values. Without attempting to change the
fact that an error was made, it may be pointed
out, however, that the resale value of these
batteries appears to be an abnormal situation
arising from the shortage of batteries, Dry-
cell batteries have little or no salvage value
so far as the metal or other material com-
ponents are concerned. The extent of de-
terioration resulting from age varies, how-
ever, and civilian purchasers were obviously
willing to experiment with uncertain quality
and indefinite age because first-class goods
were not available.

12. The salvage officer had occupled his
post for about 1 montk only at the time of
the first sale, had had no previous experience
with batteries, and believed that he was not
only evolding the expense of removing worth-
less articles but also securing some revenue.
The original purchaser seems to have been
equally unaware of the real resale value.

13. The error might have been avoided if
the Ninth Service Command had not granted
special authority to sell without esking for
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written bids. They were auphorized, how-
ever, to grant speclal permission for “spot
gales” in appropriate cases and did so with-
out being aware of the substantial resale
value of the items.

14. Dry-cell batteries are a peculiar item
of supply in that they must be stored in
sufficient quantities to be available to meet
any tactical condition, notwithstanding the
fact that they are of a perishable nature.
The rate of issue depends on the tactical sit-
uation at the particular time and supply
must be ample to meet any given situation.
Overage batteries cannot be shipped for over-
seas use, but limited quantities can be issued
in the zone of the interior for training pur-
poses. The amount of life left in a given
battery depends on the type of battery, the
condition under which it was manufactured,
and storage conditions. The batteries pro-
duced by a competent manufacturer apd
stored under ideal conditlons may have con-
siderable remaining life, while others will be
completely dead. The amount of life in any
particular battery can be determined only by
testing each battery. The cost of such test-
ing would normally be excessive.

15. The following corrective action is be-
Ing taken as the result of the facts developed
thus far concerning this transaction: [

a. Discussions are being had with Procure-
ment Division, Treasury Department, for the
purpose of determining whether or not it
would be practical to turn over to that
agency over-age batteries no longer sultable
for military purposes. It may be possible
for that agency to test and price items in a
more satisfactory manner. &

b. If the discussions referred to result in
the conclusion that it is not practical to dis-
pose of over-age batteries through Treasury
Procurement, an attempt will be made to
publish for the guidance of salvage officers
price lists to be worked out with the assist-
ance of the Office of Price Administration.

c. The possibility of returning over-age
batteries to manufacturers on some agreed
price basis is also being investigated. It is
bellevec that this procedure would not be
as effective as either of the two alternatives
previcusly mentioned, but the possibility of
effecting a satisfactory arrangement is be-
ing explored.

d. The necessity of having experienced offi-
cers assigned as salvage officers will be em-~
phasized again by the publication of a di-
rective to the service commands. The facts
developed in this case will be cited as an
illustration of necessity for selecting expe-
rienced officers.

e. The service commands are being advised
again that property will be sold only on
widely circulated written invitations for
bids, unless the facts submitted clearly dem-
onstrate that special permission to effect
sale by some other method is In the best
interest of the Government.

f. The Ninth Service Command is being
Avised of the contents of this report and
requested to advise headquarters as to cor-
rective action taken and to be taken in that
Command.

16. The investigation is being continued
for the purpose of determining responsibility
for the errors made and what further correc-
tive action should be taken.

Mr, Speaker, Washington is full of in-
dividuals hungry to get their hands on
surplus property. Undoubtedly they re-
call what happened when surplus prop-
erty was disposed of during and after the
First World War. Iam sure many of the
old Members of the House recall the
scandals that developed as a result of the
disposition of that surplus property and
as Under Secretary of War Patterson
says, “That must not happen again.”

Why, Mr. Speaker, one individual ad-
“vertised in the New York Times seeking
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clients that he desires to serve in con-
nection with the purchase of surplus
Government property stating that he
had had 6 months' experience and in-
dicating in the advertisement that he
understood the procedure. In my opin-
ion surplus property should be sold in
the open market and bids should be re-
ceived. Where the prices offered are ri-
diculous they should not be accepted.

It is not only certain groups that seek
to secure surplus property at ridiculous
prices. Strange to say, Mr. Speaker, some
of the corporations likewise follow such
a policy. For instance, there are 4,000
motoreycles available now and I have
learned they have never been used. The
official in charge offered those motor-
cycles to the manufacturers, and al-
though the Government paid the manu-
facturers $400 apiece for them, their top
coffer was $130 apiece. These motorcycles
are in the hands of the Procurement Di-
vision of the Treasury Department and
I have learned from the Chief of that
Division, Hon. Clifton Mack, that he
will not sell the motorcyeles at the price
offered, but-he has gone out in the field
to secure higher bids and af the time I
talked to him he had bids as high as
$300 apiece. But why should we not re-
ceive what we paid for those motorcycles
in view of the fact that you cannot pur-
chase them in the open market?

The House in the last session passed a
surplus property bill, but that bill, I un-
derstand, does not go far enough. The
bill has been reported by the Senate com-
mittee and is on the calendar. It is my
hope that bill will be passed at an early
date by the Senate and sent to conference
and there a real law, with teeth in it,
could be agreed upon.

While the President has set up by
Executive order this Surplus War Prop-
erty Administration as a result of the
report by Mr. Baruch and Mr. Hancock,
still Congress has a duty to perform and
legislation should be speedily enacted. I
urged the President, because I could not
see that Congress would expedite legis-
lation on this subject, to set up a special
agency to handle surplus property. My
communication reached him however on
the very date he issued the Executive
order.

My contacts with Mr. Clayton and with
Mr. Mack of the Procurement Division,
whom I am pleased to know will handle
the disposition of consumer goods that
are declared surplus, convinced me that
we have two excellent administrators.

In conclusion I want to again empha-
size the feeling of the Under Secretary
of War and his associates with respect
to the sales that have already been dis-
closed, such as the sale of certain tools
in Michigan and the sale of these bat-
teries, ana to know that the investigation
is being continued and corrective action
will be taken when they determine the
responsibility for the mistakes,

‘The gentleman from Utah [Mr. Ros-
mson] rendered assistance in pressing
the investigation.

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. COCHRAN. I yield.

Mr. STEFAN. I want to tell the gen-
tleman from Missouri that he is bringing
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to us a great contribution. In my State
of Nebraska we had demands for batter-
ies on the farms for many, many months,
Many of my farmers who are isolated
from railroads and the telephone, depend
upon the radio for their information and
the dealers out there cannot supply them
with batteries. There was a sale of
N. Y. A. goods in my home town. We
were told that the surplus materials were
going to be advertised and sold to the
highest bidder. Yet many of the people
in my locality were unable to get infor-
mation as to how to bid, with the result
that many pieces of valuable material
were sold for a ridiculously low sum of
money. There were trucks, typewriters,
and many other things, The price which
the Government received for this ma-
terial was so small that the people were
very much disturbed. I think the gen-
tleman from Misserv! [Mr. CocHRAN] is
doing us a great good here today in
bringing this out into the light because
the people of America will not stand for
this surplus material geiting into the
hands of one monopoly or one individual.
We think it ought to be advertised for
bids and go through the regular channels
of trade, so the people who need batteries
can have them. They are producing food
out there and’they need this informa-
tion. We need these batteries for the
radios.

Mr. COCHRAN. I will say to the gen-
tleman it is my contention that where
the Government has surplus property in
good condition that cannot be purchased
in the open market, then we certainly
should receive the price we paid for it
when the Government sells it.

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. COCHRAN. I yield.

Mr. MURDOCK. I want to compli-
ment the gentleman and thank him for
his contribution in thus turning the
fierce light of publicity on this sort of
thing, which will help to prevent it until
ge can get further legislation to control

Mr. COCHRAN.
man.

Mr. ROWE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, COCHRAN. I yield.

Mr. ROWE. Mr. Chairman, I do want
to thank the gentleman for his contribu-
tion. I would further eall his attention
to this observation which I wish to make,
that within the shadow of this House
there have been surplus goods disposed of
by the Treasury Department of an item
that ordinarily calls for a price of $20 to
$30 on the market, which has been pur-
chased by a Member of the House brand
new, for 80 cents apiece.

Mr, COCHRAN. I know nothing
about any such transaction,

Mr. J. LEROY JOHNSON. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, COCHRAN, 1 yield.

M:. J. LEROY JOHNSON. I want to
compliment the gentleman on his dis-
closures. I would like to have his re-
action as to whether or not this ridicu-
lously low price was due to the dishonesty
of the men handling it, or was it due to
the system we have for getting rid of
our surplus property?

I thank the gentle-
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Missouri has expired.

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Chairman, I yield
2 additional minutes to the gentleman
from Missouri [Mr. COCHRAN],

Mr. COCHRAN. I wil say to the gen-
tleman that as a result of this disclosure,
the Army already has changed its regu-
lations, which will be beneficial in the
future. The Army wants to protect it-
self against criticism. It wants to stop
all such deals as this., But I will also
say in reference to the statement that
the gentleman from Arizona made, that
the House passed the surplus property
bill in the last session. The gentleman
from Mississippi [Mr. WHITTINGTON]
handle¢ that bill. It is still over in the
Senate. We should get action in the
Senate, I hope, at an early date. If the
Senate will pass that bill and send if
back to the House and let it go to con-
ference, then we can write a real law in
conference. That is what we need to
protect the taxpayers of this country and
to prevent having their surplus property
sold at ridiculous prices.

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. COCHRAN, I yield.

Mr. NORRELL, We had a similar
scandal in Arkansas about the sale of
surplus property. We had two or three
investigating committees go down there
and the net result was that a lot of prop-
erty was given away, but it was done
under the present existing laws and
there was no other course for them to
take. If that is frue, I think it is up
to Congress, and I hope the Senate will
pass some kind of bill so that we now
could enact proper legislation which is
so needed for the disposal of this prop-
erty.

Mr. COCHRAN. I agree with the gen-
tlen.an.

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COCHRAN. I yield.

~ Mr. WHITTINGTON. All of these
matters were pointed out when the
House passed the bill for the orderly
disposition of surplus property last year.
At that time it was shown there are prob-
ably more than 100 statutes of various
kind- authorizing the disposition of sur-
plus property.

Mr. COCHRAN. Yes, and the gentle-
man from Mississippi is to be compli-
mented for reporting that bill and secur-
ing its passage.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr.
Chairman, I yield myself 5 minutes.

Mr. Chairman, I shall take only a few
minutes to discuss the bill under con-
sideration. As our chairman has so well
said, this bill is probably the smallest
appropriation bill that comes before the
Congress for consideration, although it
is a very important bill and carries items
of great importance. The committee
worked hard and conducted the hearings
to the fullest degree possible in an at-
tempt to bring out all the information
bearing upon the varidus items in the
bill before the House that it was possible
to get. I cannot pay too high a compli-
ment to the members of the committee.

We are very happy that in this commit--

tee we have had no division along
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partisan lines. We have worked hard
trying to write a bill that was a good
bill. While I take no particular pride
in recommending this as a good bill, I
will say that under the circumstances,
and in view of our means of getting in-
formation, it is as good a bhill as we
could arrive at. But until such time as
we are able to get information from
sources other than the people who re-
quest these funds and determine what
the function of their particular de-
partment shall be, we probably will not
be able to do it any better than we have.
The clerk of the committee, Mr. Ruskin,
has been very helpful and very diligent
in his efforts to assist the committee.
Taking it all in all I believe that we do
have the best sort of bill that it was
possible to bring out under the circum-
stances.

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HARNESS],

Mr. HARNESS of Indiana. Mr.
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
revise and extend my remarks in the Ap~
pendix.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection,
it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr, HARNESS of Indiana. Mr. Chair-
man, for more than a year now, I have
been trying to help the several manufac-
turers of work gloves in my State and
district in their struggle to supply the
critical and steadily increasing demands
for their products. This whole indus-
try has been so completely bogged down
in the swamp of bureaucratic regulations
and restrictions that it simply has no
hope of providing the millions of gloves
that workers in war plants, on farms and
on railroads must have to do heavy and
difficult work with their hands.

Let me recount some of the glove man-
ufacturer’s troubles. First, W. P. B.
sharply restricted the available materi-
als, and forced drastic changes in almost
every company’s line. The manufactur-
ers, however, took that hurdle pretty well
in stride. Next, O. P. A, stepped in with
price ceilings and quality formulas which
added greatly to the manufacturers’ bur-
dens. Everything else being favorable,
however, the average company would
have survived these restrictions. But
the Administration’s wage stabilization
program has proved. to be the final straw.

Wage scales in the glove industry at
the time of the freeze were far below
seales in most war industries, and it was
perfectly obvious from the start that the
glove manufacturers could not hope to
recruit new help or even keep their nor-
mal working forces unless they were per-
mitted to increase their pay schedu]es
sharply.

All these problems of this industry are
as old as the emergency. The inevitable
failure of the industry should have been
apparent to any intelligent schoolboy.
And it should have been equally obvious
that work gloves are an absolute essen-
tial in the war effort.

But today, vital war work everywhere
is suffering because men and women
simply cannot buy satisfactory work
gloves., Hardly a day passes that I don’t
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receive letters of protest from men in
steel mills, glass plants, on farms, and on
railroads, and their complaints are cer-
tainly justified.

Without adequate protection for their
hands, men simply cannot handle hot
steel and glass, or a thousand different
rough, heavy, or dangerous objects which
must be handled; and nobody with an
ounce of common sense would expgect
them to do so.

These glove manufacturers and I,
however, have so far failed to find a
single official in a position of authority
here in Washington who seems to have
that necessary ounce of common sense or
foresight.

Considered in the superficial manner,
the problem of supplying gloves to our
millions of essential workers may seem
trivial. Maybe it is asking too much to
expect bureaucrats, whose hardest work
has been heavy thinking, to know what
burned, blistered, or lacerated hands can
do to a workingman’s efficiency.

So this looks like another one of the
little oversights which may loom up sur-
prisingly large in the final cost.

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr, Chairman, T yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. SNYDER.]

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, we
have just learned that the English House
of Parliament has extended an invitation
to Members of the United States Con-
gress, to visit and observe that body. I
think this is an appropriate thing to do.
Not only could we profit by studying and
observing the procedure of the British
Parliament but we could profit by doing
the same thing in the case of similar
nations—for instance the South Ameri-
can Governments.

It was my privilege and pleasure some
months ago to be invited to sit in a ses-
sion of the British House of Commons—
not as a spectator from the Gallery—but
as an observer from the floor of the
Chamber — accompanied by a well-
equipped parliamentarian who explained
the procedure as they went along. In
many respects the Congress of the United
States and the House of Commons have
many angles of procedure in common,
but I observed one phase that is entirely
different from our procedure here in the
House of Representatives. On the day I
was there, November 21, they subthitted
a series of questions to be answered by
the Secretary of State for War at the
first sitting of that body after the 23d
of November. In other words, they gave
the Secretary of State for War at least 2
days to prepare the answers.

I am here including these questions
that were asked that day. Iam sure they
will be of interest to Members interested
in this procedure. .

QUESTIONS FOR ORAL ANSWER

1. SBir William Wayland: To ask the Secre-
tary of State for War, if officers quartered in
towns where their homes are situated can
be allowed to reside with their families in-
stead of having to live in barracks, or, in
some cases, where barrack accommodation
is not available, to pay for accommodation in
hotels.

2. Sir William Wayland: To ask the Secre-
tary of State for War, why there iz no pros-
pect of promotion to noncommissicned rank
for privates in the Army Dental Corps at
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Army dental centers, casualty clearing sta-
tions, and military and base hospitals; why
the sole exception is made for clerk orderlies
in field ambulance units; and is he aware
that the ordinary service clerk orderly in the
Army Dental Corps who carries no rank has
important duties to carry out and responsi=
bilities equal to those of a battalion orderly-
room sergeant or battalion quartermaster
pergeant.

3. Mr. Hannah: To ask the Secretary of
State for War, whether he can hold out any
hope of widowed mothers of soldiers being
put on the same footing as soldiers’ wives
in the matter of allowances.

4. Mr. Thorne: To ask the BSecretary of
Btate for War, how many civilian doctors have
passed through an Army school of hygiene
course; and how many have taken courses
for treating mechanical warfare casualties.

5. Mr. Gordon Macdonald: To ask the Sec-
retary of State for War, whether he 1s aware
that the holding of mock invasions sometimes
interferes drastically with war production;
and will he take such steps as will reduce
such interference to # minimum.

6. Sir Richard Acland: To ask the Secre-
tary of State for War, for how long was the
Army Forms Depot without stocks of the
form for making application for allowances
to dependents of men serving in the Army;
and what is the position now.

7. Bir Richard Ackland: To ask the Becre-
tary of Btate for War, whether any instruc-
tions or advice has been sent to commanding
officers of units on the subject of the new al-
lowaneces to dependents of men serving in
the Army. -

8. Sir Richard Acland: To ask the Secre-
tary of State for War, whether he will equip
the London Regional Education Committee,
and other similar committees, with magic
lanterns so as to facilitate the giving of in-
teresting lectures to military units.

9. Mr. Bellenger: To ask the Secretary of
Btate for War, whether he has considered the
organization and publicity methods adopted
by the Royal Air Force in recruiting for the
Alr Training Corps; and what proposals he
has for adopting a similar system in con-
nection with the Army.

10. Mr. Bellenger: To ask the Secretary of
Btate for War, what instructions have been
issued to paymasters where soldiers who have
recelved an overissue of pay, due to their
names wrongly appearing in part II, Orders,
have incurred substantial debits, as consid-
erable hardship is being caused in innumer-
able cases of this nature through no fault of
the soldiers concerned.

11. Mr. Bellenger: Ta ask the Secretary of
State for War, what arrangements are made
for journalists and photographers to accom-
pany Army units on active operations against
the gnemy; and whether any similar proce-
dure is adopted to that employed by the Ger-
man Army whereby journalists and photog-
raphers sre incorporated in the ranks of the
army for the purpose of recording operations,
either to be utilized in instruction of troops
in tactics or by way of making documentary
films for release to the general public.

Mr, CELLER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. SNYDER. Iyield.

Mr, CELLER. In that connection, not
necessarily in connec®n with the ques-
tions propounded on the floor of the
House of Commons, but in connection
with the invitation that is to be extended
to this body that we send representatives
of our group to London to fraternize, as
it were, with members of Parliament and
the House of Lords, what is the gentle-
man’s opinion on that?

Mr. SNYDER. As I said in my open-
ing remarks, I think this is the appro-
priate thing to do, That is, to visit, sit
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in, observe, and listen to the procedure in
bodies similar to ours, such as the British
Parliament.

Mr, CELLER. Then I take it you are
in fullest accord with the resolution that
has already been adopted by both houses
of the British Parliament. Does not the
gentleman think we should take appro-
priate action as soon as the invitation
has been formally extended to us?

Mr, SNYDER. I would not want to
express an opinion about when we should
take appropriate action, I would rather
leave that to the leadership.

The CHAIRMAN. The time-of. the
gentleman from Pennsylvania has ex-
pired.

Mr. PLOESER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
to the gentleman from California [Mr,
Hmvsaaw] such time as he may desire.

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed out of
order and to revise and extend my re-
marks,

. The CHAIRMAN. Without objection,
it is so ordered.

There was no objection,

PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE (H. RES, 462)

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, on
February 17 I presented a question to the
House involving the privileges of the
House and presented a resolution—House
Resolution 446—which on motion of the
majority leader, the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. McCorMACK], was
referred to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. On March 6, 1944, I presented an
amended resolution—House Resolution
462—which was also referred to the Ju-
diciary Committee. .

The discussion of the question, which
I shall make today for the Recorp, has

.already been presented to the Judiciary

Committee in the nature of a prelimi-
nary brief. My discussion must be in-
complete in detail ‘at this time but I am
prepared to amplify the points on the ap-
propriate occasion, and present addi-
tional authorities.

IN SUPPORT OF HOUSE RESOLUTION 446, AS
AMENDED AND AMPLIFIED IN HOUSE RESOLU-
TION 462 (BY ME. HINSHAW) ON THE PRIV-
ILEGESOPTH'!JHO‘USEASMHTEE
PROPOSED  MEXICAN TREATY
The resolution — House Resolution

446—refers to the House Judiciary Com-

mittee the question of whether or not the
proposed treaty with Mexico which the

President transmitted to the Senate of

the United States on February 15, 1944,

invades the constitutional prerogatives

of the House of Representatives. In the

amended form—House Resolution 462—

the resolution suggests 10 questions

which may be grouped under 5 principal

headings: ,

First. Does the proposed treaty under-
take to dispose of “property belonging
to the United States” in violation of par-
agraph 2 of section 3 of article IV of the
Constitution of the United States?—Pirst
to sixth questions inclusive,

Second. Does the proposed treaty un-
dertake to authorize diversions from and
obstructions in the navigable waters of
the United States in violation of para-
graph 3 of section 8 of article I of the

Constitution of the United States?—Sev- ~

en question.
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Third. Does the proposed treaty un-
dertake to commit or obligate the United
States, without action by Congress, to
raising, appropriating, and expending
money for the construction of public
works in violation of any provision of the
Constitution vesting such powers in Con-
gress?—Eighth question.

Fourth. Does the proposed treaty un-
dertake to fix and determine what taxes,
duties, imposts, or excises may or may
not be laid and collected, in certain in-
stances, in violation of paragraph 1 of
section 8 of article 1 of the Constitution
of the United States?—Ninth question.

Fifth. Does the proposed treaty un-
dertake to fix and determine, without
action by Congress, who may enter the
United States without any immigration
restrictions, passports, or labor require-
ments in violation of any provision of
the Constitution vesting legislative pow-
ers in Congress?—Tenth question.

I
TFE TREATY UNDERTAKES TO DISPOSE OF PROP-

ERTY BELONGING TO THE UNITED STATES IN

VIOLATION OF PARAGRAPH 2, SECTION 3, ARTICLE

IV OF CONSTITUTION

This question should be considered un-
der two heads: First, “property belong-
ing to the United States” which the
treaty undertakes to dispose of without
action by Congress; and second, prop-
erty which the treaty undertakes to dis-
pose of to the prejudice of the claims of
the States of California, Arizona, and
Nevada. The first heading in turn will
be treated under two heads according
to the kind of property affected by the
treaty, to wit: (a) Water or the right to
tire use of 'water belonging to the United
States and given to Mexico and also (b)
the right given to Mexico to the bene-
ficial use of dams, canals, works, and
structures belonging to the United
States.

A. Property belonging to the United
States is disposed of by the treaty since
it gives Mexico, first, water and water
right; and second, the right to the benefi-
cial use of reservoirs, canals, and struc-
tures of the United States; and third,
makes disposition of the electricity gen-
erated at said works.

First. The water or the right to the
beneficial use of water belonging to the
United States which this treaty under-
takes to give to Mexico is property
within the meaning of paragraph 2 of
section 3 of article IV of the Constitu-
tion and a lawful disposal thereof can
be made only by Congress and not by the
President and Senate alone.

(a) While it is generally true that
there can be no title or ownership of the
corpus or body of running water in the
natural flow of a stream, yet the usufruct
or right to use such water is capable of
ownership and is property.

(b) When, however, the running
water has been reduced to possession by
being impounded and stored in a reser=
voir, its corpus then becomes the sub-
ject of ownership and it, too, is property.

(e) Furthermore, the fact that the
water once stored is subsequently re-
leased and returned to the stream bed
does not change its character or impair
the title thereto if the owner intends
thereby to adopt the stream channel as
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his means of transportation to place of
use lower down on the stream.

These general rules are set forth in 2
Kinney on Irrigation and Water Rights
1339-1341 as follows:

No man, State or Nation can receive or
give an absolute title to it (water) while it is
still flowing naturally in the streams.

It therefore follows from the other princi-
ples that the sale of a water right by its owner
does not convey any specific quantity of water
{tself, but only sells the right to the use of
the water for the reason that the only prop-
erty owned by an appropriator is the right
to use it. * * But after the water it-
self has been actually diverted from the
stream and taken into the possession of the
appropriator in his ditches, canals or reser-
voirs, the title to the same changed and jt be-
comes the absolute property of the appro-
priator. '* * * After it has been captured,
as it were, or diverted from the natural chan-
nel of the stream by an individual and taken
absolute possession of by him in the ditches,
canals, reservoirs of other receptacles con-
structed or prepared by his work and labor,
it is as much his private property as any-
thing else that is reduced to possession which
otherwise would be lost to the uses of man.

Right to the use of stored water: After
water has been once stored in reservoirs it
becomes personal property and may be sold,
contracted for, and disposed of as such prop-
erty. (2 EKinney on Irrigation and Water
Rights, 2d ed., 1484-1485; 1 Wlel Water Rights
in Western States 755-758. )

The use of developed water belongs to the
persons who by their own exertions discovered
and developed the water, so far as their needs
and necessities require. The water thus de-
veloped may be turned into a natural stream
and cunducted thereln to the place of use
and there recaptured by the parties develop-
ing the same.” (2 Kinney, 2187-2188.)

To same effect see 1 Wiel Water Rights in
Western States 37-41.

However. it makes little difference in
the present inquiry whether we consider
that the treaty disposes of specified
quantities of the “corpus” of the waters
of the Colorado River, as released by the
United States from its reservoirs on that
stream, or that the treaty accords Mex-
ico the rights to the beneficial use of so
much water of the Colorado River. In
either event the subject matter is “prop-
erty” and within the provisions of para-
graph 2, section 3 of article IV of the
Constitution vesting the power to make
such disposition in Congress.

Second. The right to the beneficial use
of dams, canals, works, and structures of
the United States which the treaty be-
stows upon Mexico is property within the
meaning of paragraph 2 of section 3 of
article IV of the Constitution and a law-
ful disposal thereof can be made only by
Congress itself.

The treaty undertakes to bestow on
Mexico the beneficial use of the following
properties of the United States:

(a) Boulder Dam and Reservoir, al-
though not specifically named therein,
because without this great storage reser=-
voir—capacity twice the average annual
flow of the river—the treaty guaranties
could not be fulfilled.

(b) The Davis Dam and Reservoir—
article 12 (b) of treaty.

(¢) Imperial Dam and All American
Canal—article 11 (¢), article 12 (¢), and
article 14 of treaty.
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(d) Rockwood heading and Alamo
Canal—article 11 (¢) and article 12 (e¢)
of treaty.

(e) That the use for the benefit of
Mexico of other works not specifically
named is contemplated by the treaty is
evident by the first sentence of article 10
and by general provisions obligating the
United States to “construct or acquire
works that may be necessary to convey a
part of the Colorado River to Mexico.”

Fifty, C. J. on Property defines “prop-
erty” to include or mean—page 729:

In law—generally. The term “property” is
in law a generic term of extensive applica-
tion. It is a term of large import, of broad
and exceedingly complex meaning, of the
broadest and most extensive signification, a
very comprehensive word and is the most
comprehensive of all terms which can be
used.

Page T30 as right or interest:

Primarily in its appropriate sense, in the
broader sense, in legal conception, in a legal
sense, or in the strict legal sense, the term
“property"” signifies valuable right or interest
considered primarily as a source or element
of wealth or any civil right of a pecuniary
nature or as an aggregate of rights which are
guaranteed and protected by the Govern-
ment.

Page 732:

The right of 'user is an essential quality
or attribute of absolute property without
which absolute property can have no exist-
ence. There can be no conception of prop-
erty aside from its control and use and upon
its use depends its value. In fact it has been
stated that the right to enjoy the beneficial
use of property is the most real and practical
idea of the nature of property, that property
in anything consists in the use, the legal
right to use and derive a profit from lands
and other things is property, and that the
use of property is property.

Ditches, canals, flumes, and reservoirs used
for the conveyance or storage of water
courses, lakes, or ponds are real property and
the rules of law governing the same are in
general the same as the rules governing other
real property. (2 Kinney on Irrigation and
Water Rights, 2d ed. 1462).

Third. By article 19, the treaty under-
takes to meke disposition of electric
power which the two Governments may
develop at international plants. The
treaty, in article 2, defines the meaning
of the words “two governments” in such
a manner as to entirely exclude Con-
gress. It there says: :

Wherever there are provisions in this treaty
for joint action or joint agreement by the
two governments * * * ‘it shall be un-
derstood that the particular matter in ques-
tion shall be handléd by or through the De-
partment of State of the United States and
the Ministry of Foreign Relations of Mexico.

But in Ashwander v. T. V. A, (297 U. 8.
288, 330) the Court said:

The water power which was an inevitable
incident of the construction of the dam
(Wilson Dam) the right to convert it into
electric energy and the energy thus produced
constitute property belonging to the United
States.

The express power of Congress under the
Constitution to dispose of property belong-
ing to the United States is not abridged or
withdrawn by the 8 or 10 amendments,

And again in Ashwander v. T. V. A.
(297 U. 8. 288, 333) the Supreme Court
declared:
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That the water power, and the electric
energy generated at the dam, are susceptible
of disposition as property belonging to the
United States is well established.

Therefore, any disposition of electricity
belonging to the United States must be
made by Congress as provided in article
IV, section 3, paragraph 2.

B. The treaty and the disposition oi
property proposed thereunder operate
to prejudice the claims of the States of
California, Arizona, and Nevada in vio-
lation of paragraph 2 of section 3 of ar-
ticle IV and amendment 5 of the Con-
stitution,

By the terms of the Boulder Canyon
Project Act the United States could not
commence construction of Boulder Dam
until contracts were first obtained as-
suring the repayment of its cost.

CONTRACTS

First. California power contracts: In

1930 and 1931 the United States executed
contracts for the sale of “falling water”
for the generation of electricity at Boul-
der Dam with various California munici-
palities, including Los Angeles, Burbank,
Glendale, and Pasadena, with the Metro-
politan Water District of Southern Cali-
fornia and with private power corpora-
tions, including the Southern California
Edison Co., Los Angeles Gas & Electric
Corporation, and the Southern Sierras
Power Co.
« California water contracts: Later the
United States also executed contracts for
the delivery of water out of Boulder Dam
and Reservoir for domestic and irrigation
uses at various points on the river below
Boulder, with the Metropolitan Water
District of Southern California, the city
and county of San Diego, Imperial Irri-
gation District, Palo Verde Irrigation
District, and Coachella Valley County
Water Disirict. These contracts for
power and water were sufficient in
amount to assure the Government the re-
payment of its costs in building Boulder
Dam. The agegregate annual net diver-
sions from fthe river covered by the Cali-
fornia contracts is 5,362,000 acre-feet.

For contracts see Wilbur & Ely; the
Hoover Dam Contracts, pages 291-369.

Second. Nevada contracts: The United
States in 1942 executed a contract with
the State of Nevada for the delivery of
water out of Boulder Dam and Reservoir
of 100,000 acre-feet per annum, and in
February 1944, executed a second con-
tract with Nevada for an additional 200,-
000 acre-feet per year.

Third. Arizona contract: On February
10, 1944, the United States entered into
a contract with the State of Arizona for
the delivery to-it, for use in that State,
of 2,800,000 acre-feet per annum of Colo-
rado River water.

Fourth. Summary of water supply and
required uses: The total water supply is
subject to alternating wet and dry cycles
of from 7 to 11 years., It is estimated by
the Bureau of Reclamation, based on
studies of stream flow over a period of
44 years, that the total average releases
of water available from Boulder Dam
in the future, during critical dry cycles
extending over 10 or more years, will
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be 8,500,000 acre-feet per year. The sup-
ply and draft thereon is estimated as
follows:

Annual supply of water

Acre-feet
Outflow from Boulder Dam._______ 8, 500, 000
Reservoir and other river losses
below Boulder Dam. .ceeveean 600, 000
Available for Us€..-ceeacaan 7,900, 000
Annual requirements for withdrawal and use
Acre-feet
Nevada contracts __ e 300, 000
California contracts..emceemmmne= b, 362, 000
Arizonsa contract - -eeeceeeeemenea 2, 800, 000
Proposed Mexican treaty-ccemceca= 1, 600, 000
Total 9, 962, 000
Available supply --cccecememeea—- 7, 800, 000
Requirements 9, 962, 000
Defleit 2, 062, 000

These figures show that any water
guaranteed to Mexico must be taken
from United States commitments here-
tofore made to our own communities and
States.

Fifth. The contractual claims of the
States of California, Arizona, and Ne-
vada are prejudiced and will be seri-
ously injured by the proposed treaty.
Relying upon said contracts executed
with the United States pursuant to an
act of Congress, the California com-
munities have committed themselves
to the expenditure of over a half billion
dollars for the construction of works
with which to utilize Boulder water and
power. These obligations are:

Boulder Dam and power plant_ $125, 000, 000

Metropolitan aqueduct...---.. 274,000,000
All-American Canal. oo 78, 000, 000
Ban Diego aqueduct. ——caoee--- 18, 000, 000
Power transmission lines of the
city of Los Angeles and pri-
vate power companies......- 56, 000, 000
Total 549, 000, 000

Of the foregoing, more than $400,000,-
000 have now been actually expended
and are represented by bonds and con-
tracts to repay.

The contracts and commitments made
by the United States to furnish water
to the States of Nevada and Arizona have
led to large commitments and expendi-
tures by and in those States.

Now the executive department reports
to the Senate a treaty with Mexico which
in its disposition of Colorado River water,
water rights, electric power, and prop-
erty would mean that the United States
repudiates its contracts with its own
communities and States to their serious
injury and damage, in violation of para-
graph 2 of section 3 of article IV of the
Constitution. =

Sixth. There is little discussion of, and
not very much light which can be thrown
upon, the part of the Constitution for-
bidding prejudicing claims of States.
However, ih 2 Cooley on the Constitution,
at page 202, under chapter 31, headed
“Powers of Congress,” that authority
states:

The next clause of the same article is: “The
Congress shall have power to-dispose of and
make all needful rules and regulations re-
specting the territory or other property be-
longing to the United States; and nothing in
.this Constitution shall be so construed as to
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prejudice any claims of the United States, or
of any particular States" (art. IV, sec. 8,
clause 2).

The proviso thus annexed to the power is
certainly proper in itself and was rendered
necessary by the jealousies and questions con-
cerning the western territory which have
been already alluded to under the preceding
head. It was perhaps suggested by the clause
in the ninth article of the confederation
which contained a proviso “that no State
should be deprived of its territory for the
benefit of the United States * * *” The
power is not confined to the territory of the
United States but extends to “other property”
belonging to the United States; so that it
may be applied to the due regulation of all
other personal and real property rightfully
belonging to the United States. And so it
has been constantly understood and acted
upon (204).

We think that the author could have
added with equal force “and subject to
the same proviso and limitation.”

I

The proposed treaty does authorize
substantial diversions from and perma-
nent obstructions in the Colorado River,
part of the navigable waters of the
United States, without action by Con-
gress, in violation of paragraph 3 of
section 8 of article I of the Constitution,

A. If this proposed treaty becomes ef-
fective, the United States guarantees
Mexico the delivery of 1,500,000 acre-
feet of Colorado River water per annum,
which in some years of drought will be
all the water that will ever reach the in-
ternational boundary line, Further-
more, under the terms of this treaty,
Mexico may take all the waters of the
river available to her and leave the bed
of the river dry. The treaty provides
further that a substantial part of the
1,500,000 acre-feet of water directly allo-
cated shall be diverted at points within
the United States and permits all the re-
mainder to be diverted “in the limitrophe
section of the river”"—the 20-mile section
where the river is the common bound-
ary—at a point where the easterly half
of the Colorado constitutes navigable wa-
ters of the United States.

First. The navigable capacity of a
river can be injured, obstructed, or de-
stroyed by diversions from the channel of
the stream—Sanitary District v. United
States (266 U. S, 405, 426) ; United States
V. Rio Grande Co. (174 U. S. 690-708-
709).

B. By this treaty Mexico is permitted
to construct and maintain a permanent
dam in the limitrophe section of the riv-
er—where it is common to both countries,
article 12 (a) of the treaty—and in addi-
tion, during the 5-year period following
the treaty going into force and effect,
Mexico is given the privilege of con-
structing, maintaining, and operating a
“temporary diversion structure in the bed
of the Colorado River in the territory of
the United States for the purpose of di-
verting water therefrom into the Alamo
Canal”; article 27 of the treaty.

In Ashwander v.T. V. A, (297 U. S. 288,
328), the Supreme Court said:

Commerce includes navigation. “All Amer-
ica understands and has uniformly under-
stood,” sald Chief Justice Marshall in Gibson
v. Ogden (9 Wheat. 1,-190) “the word ‘com-
merce’ to comprehend navigation.” The
power to regulate interstate commerce em-

-
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braces the power to keep the navigable rivers
of the United States free from obstructions
to navigation and to remove such obstruc-
tions when they exist. “For these purposes,”
sald the Court in Gilman Philadelphia
(3 Wall. 713, 725), “Congress possesses all the
powers which existed in the States before the
adoption of the National Constitution and
which existed in the Parliament in England.”

In United States v. Appalachian Pow-
er (311 U. 8. 377, 405) , the Court said:

Congress has power under the Constitution
(commerce clause) to regulate navigation. It
may legislate to forbid or license dams in the
water, its power over improvements for navi-
gation in rivers is “absolute.”

In Arizona v. California et al. (283 U. 8.
423, 453) the Supreme Court found the
Colorado River a navigable river and
said:

We know judicially, from the evidence of
history, that a large part of the Colorado
River south of Black Canyon Wwas formerly
navigable and that the main obstacles to
navigation have been the accumulations of
gilt coming down from the upper reaches of
the river system and the irregularity in the
flow due to periods of low water Commer-
cial disuse resulting from changed geograph-
ical conditions and a congressional failure to
deal with them, does not amount to an
abandonment of a navigable river or pro-
hibit future exertions of Federal econtrol
(Economy Light & Power Co. v. United States,
256 U. S. 113, 118, 124).

Since the Colorado River is a navigable
river by the declaration of Congress in
the Boulder Canyon Project Act and by
the decision of the United States Su-
preme Court and so acknowledged to be
by Mexico in existing treaties, Congress
is the department of government vested
by the Constitution with the supreme and

_ebsolute power to regulate the same.

m

The treaty unquestionably commits the
United States to raising, appropriating
and expending large sums of money for
the construction, operation, and mainte-
nance of projects and work unauthorized
by Congress. As examples note the fol-
lowing:

First. By article 5 of the treaty, the
United States is obligated to participate
in the construction, operation, and main-
tenance on the main channel of the Rio
Grande of, first, three dams which the
treaty says are required for the conser=
vation, storage, and regulation of the
waters of that river; and, second, dams
which may be required for the diversion
of its waters. The number of diversion
dams to be built is not specified but is left
to be determined in the future by the
Commission. The share of the costs of
all these works which the United States
must pay is fixed, for storage dams, pro-
portionate to the capacity therein allot-
ted to our country and for diversion dams
the cost is divided “in proportion to the
benefits which the respective countries
receive therefrom, as determined by the
Commission.” The cost estimates for
these structures is not given and prob-
ably is not now known by anyone but the
share which the United States must pay
will certainly run into many millions of
dollars.

Second. By article 7 of the treaty, the
United States is obligated to pay half the
cost of constructing certain hydroelec-
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tric generating plants on the Rio Grande.
By that article “each Government agrees
to construct through its section of the
Commission such works as may be rec-
ommended by the Commission and ap-
proved by the two Governments. Both
Governments through their respective
sections of the Commission shall operate
and maintain jointly such hydroelectric
plants.” “Two Governments” is defined
in article 2 to be, for the purposes of
“joint action or joint agreement” the
Department of State of the United States
and the Ministry of Foreign Relations of
Mexico.

Third. By article 12 (b) of the treaty,
the United States is obligated to con-
struct the Davis Dam entirely at its own
expense.

Fourth. By article 23 of the treaty, the
United States is obligated to pay the en-
tire cost of acquiring any and all private
property within the United States which
may be required for the construction of
works proposed by the treaty or deter-
mined by the Commission with the ap-
proval of our State Department as being
“required for the execution and perform-
ance of this treaty.”

Where are the millions of dollars re-
quired for the above public works coming
from? The money is not now in the
Treasury. It must be raised for this pur-
pose by Congress either by revenue bills
which must originate in the House—ar-
ticle I, section 7 of the Constitution—or
by borrowing, which is a power vested
in Congress—article I, section 8, para-
graph 1 of the Constitution. But the
determination of what projects the
money shall be used to build is reserved,
by the treaty, to the Commission with
the approval of our State Department.
The Constitution is clear that these
things can be done only by Congress and
not by the President and the Senate act-
ing by themselves.

v

The treaty unquestionably undertakes
to determine, fix, and decide without ac-
tion by Congress matters relating to
duties, imposts, and excises, and to pro-
vide for the free entry into our country
of “all materials, implements, equipment,
and repair parts intended for the con-
struction, operation, and maintenance of
such works” as are proposed to be con-
structed and operated in the execution of
the treaty—article 20 of the treaty.
This certainly violates paragraph 1 of
section 8 of article 1 of the Constitution,
which vests this power in Congress.

v

The treaty unquestionably authorizes
the migration into this country of all per-
sons, whether Mexican citizens or other
nationals, who are employed “either di-
rectly or indirectly” on the construction,
operation, or maintenance of the works
proposed for the execution of the treaty,
“without any immigration restrictions,
passports, or labor requirements”—arti-
cle 20 of the treaty. Some of these per-
° sons may be highly objectionable from
" the standpoint of our laws or our na-
tional policy. Immigration regulations
have long been considered a proper sub-
ject for legislation by Congress under
paragraph 1 of section 9 of article I and
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the last paragraph of section 8 of article
I, which vests in Congress power “to
make all laws which shall be necessary
or proper for carrying into execution”
the express powers granted to Congress.
VI
CONCLUSION

First. I believe that the pending in-
quiry has a broader significance than the
subject matter of the present resolution,
important as I believe that to be. Our
people and our Nation are now contem-
plating the post-war era. It is evident
that sooner or later treaties are going to
be suggested which may affect deeply our
economic life and well being, the politi-
cal structure of our Government, and
even our preconceived ideas of govern-
ment in relation to its citizens within
and to the people of the world without.
Will the House of Representatives play
a rightful part in any such world move-
ment, exert its proper influences on any
such important and far-reaching treaties
by the full discharge of the constitu-
tional powers entrusted to it, or will it as
the peoples’ representative body be con-
tent to stand idly by as an onlooker while
all the world about us, including our own
American way of life, is changed by
treaties?

Second. I dovnot contend here that the
Congress has or should have freaty-
making powers, but I-do contend that
in order to be valid and effective any
treaty which intends by its terms to ac-
complish matters which are entrusted
to the Congress, or which the Congress
is charged to perform, requires either
prior authorization by the Congress or
that it be subject to subsequent act of

~ Congress.

If that is not the clear intent of the
Constitution, then the treaty-making
agencies can by treaty both amend any
laws enacted by the Congress and effec-
tively enact new statutes, thereby an-
nuling the powers of the House of Repre-
sentatives and amending the Constitu-
tion itself. The Constitution would, in-
deed, have created a Frankenstein that
could, and would ultimately, destroy its
creator.

But no responsible authority has yet
contended that the treaty-making power
is unlimited. All agree that the treaty-
making power is limited. Nevertheless,.
the treaty-making agencies are now go-
ing beyond their acknowledged limita-
tions by undertaking to operate on sub-
jects and within legislative fields declared
by the Constitution expressly to be en-
trusted to the Congress.

Shall the House of Representatives
supinely and silently submit now to this
whittling-down process of its admittedly
constitutional powers and prerogatives?
If the treaty-making agencies of the
Government can effectively discharge, in
this instance, some of the powers which
the Constitution vests in Congress, why
can't they do it in other instances, and,
finally, why can't they do it in all in-
stances where it serves their purpose-or
meets their desires?

I believe there can be no distinction
made in the degree of encroachment
upon the rights of Congress. In princi-
pal there can be no difference between
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a large and a small frespass, for if
the treaty-making agencies can invade
the constitutional powers of Congress
and of the House of Representatives in
one particular, they can invade those
powers in all particulars.

Rights which are not defended will
soon cease to exist. Putney on Constitu-
tional Law, at pages 292 and 293, says:

Foreign countries dealing with our own
are supposed to be acquainted with the pen-
eral nature of our Government and of the
limitations of the powers of each department.
The greatest disgrace or danger with which
our country can be threatened is the cow-
ardly surrender by one department to any
usurpation of powers by another.

Again at page 293 Mr. Putney says:

The treaty-making powers of the President
and Senate together is not unlimited, The
Constitution provides: “This Constitution
and the laws of the United States which shall
be made in pursuance thereof and all trea-
ties made or which shall be made under the
authority of the United States shall be the
supreme law of the land." y

Treaties, therefore, are not the supreme law
of the land by themselves but in connection
with the Constitution and law of the United
States. What is the order of precedence
among these three? It is almost un
to state that the Constitution of the United
States must come first, An instrument
which requires the vote of two-thirds of both
Houses of Congress and of three-fourths of
the States for its amendment cannot be
changed by the President and Senate,

Third. From the discussion which has
gone before, it must be apparent that the
proposed Mexican treaty undertakes to
operafe on subjects and within legisla-
tive fields declared by the Constitution to
be expressly entrusted to Congress. In
three instances, to wit, the disposal of
property belonging to the United States,
the control over the naylgable waters of
the United States, and ‘the regulation of
duties, imposts, and excises, the treaty
makes a direct invasion of the express
powers of Congress and of the House of
Representatives. Again, tHe United
States is obligated to raise and expend
large sums of money for public works
unauthorized by Congress, which cer-
tainly constitutes an indirect invasion
of the powers expressly given to Congress
and to the House of Representatives to
raise revenue, to pay debts, and to ap-
propriate money. In another instance,
the treaty regulates migration of aliens
into this country which, if not a direct
invasion of an express power, is certainly
a direct invasion of an implied power of
Congress and of the House of Represent-
atives to deal with the subject of aliens.

Fourth. I believe that for the protec-
tion of the rights of the House of Repre-
sentatives, the proposed Mexican treaty
should be protested as an invasion of its
constitutional prerogatives.

Mr. PLOESER. Mr. Chairman, I yield
to the gentleman from Massachusetts
[Mr. WiccLESWORTH] 5 minutes.

OFFICE OF PRICE ADMINISTRATION

Mr. WIGGLESWORTH. Mr. Chair-
man, I hold in my hand an editorial from
the Weymouth Gazeite, of Weymouth,
Mass., in the district which I represent,
reading in part as follows:

Never, in our rather lengthy newspaper
experience, have we observed such a tidal
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wave of public resentment as that which
developed on Monday within a few brief
hours over the summary ousting of George
E. Lane as chairman of the Weymouth Price
and Rationing Board by the Regional (Bos-
ton) O. P, A, Cffice. And the wave increases
in proportion with, every passing day. 3

The O. P. A. Regional Office threw Mr Lane
out on the grounds that he violated regu-
lations stipulating that rationing board
members cannot participate in politics by
holding public office. Specifically, he was
charged with running for the "office of
town meeting member. It 1s understood
that he was given the opportunity of resign-
ing, but refused on the ground that the Hatch
Act does not apply to unpaid volunteer Fed-
eral appointees like himself. Furthermore
he holds that being a town meeting mem-
ber is not a political office and therefore in
holding such membership he was not par-
ticipating in politics. Following his refusal
to resign he was notified that his term of
office on t'.e local rationing board had ceased,

L L] L * -

Everyone seems to agree that the Hatch
Act has nothing whatever to do with the
question at issue, developed in Mr. Lane's
‘refusal to resign. Running for public office
such as salarled jobs certainly could be classi-
fied as running for a political office. But
town meeting members — No. They are
elected by ballot, to be sure, but to classify
this position in our town government as
being a political office is utterly absurd. And
whoever has ruled that such an office is po-
litical doesn't know what the score is. It's
an absurd ruling and one that needs clari-
fying at once.

Mr. Chairman, immediately after the
removal of the chairman of the local
rationing board the entire board re-
signed in protest. The board of select-
men joined in the protest. The town
of Weymouth, in town meeting assem-
bled, unanimously adopted a resolution
condemning the action of the O. P. A,
and calling on Washington officials to
review the entire matter immediately.
The community seems to be solidly back
of the rationing board in its position.

As stated in the editorial, the action
taken by the O. P. A. regional director
was not taken under the Hatch Act. The
Hatch Act as amended specifically ex-
empts a part-time officer without com-
pensation, serving in connection with the
existing war effort.

The action was taken by the regional
director purely as a matter of policy, de-
signed to restrain all O. P. A, personnel
including volunteers from political activi-
ties regarded as within the spirit of the
Hatch Act, even though the act as
amended is not applicable to them. The
application of the policy is delegated by
the O. P. A. authorities in Washington
to regional and district offices.

What is a town meeting-member, Mr.
Chairman, and what are his duties?
Town meeting members in New England
are chosen each year in those towns
which have become so large that it is
impossible for all the townspeople to
attend the annual town meeting in per-
son.

The duties of a fown meeting member
are to attend the annual town meeting
normally a year after his election and
such special town meetings, if any, as may
be necessary in the meantime to deal with
strictly local affairs. In the town of Wey-
mouth there are some 249 town meeting
members elected as individuals on a non=
partisan basis.
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The absurdity of the ruling in this
instance is emphasized by the fact that
the chairman of the rationing board has
served for several years both as a member
of the board and as a town meet-
ing member, rendering efficient service to
the town in both capacities, drawing no
compensation from either office and en-
countering no objection whatsoever here-
tofore from O. P. A,

If the proposed ruling is to stand, it
will, logically apply to all rationing boards
throughout Massachusetts and other New
England States having town meeting
members, If the ruling is to stand, it
should logically apply to town meeting
members holding positions with selec-
tive-service boards and other similar ac-
tivities. ;

I am in hearty sympathy with the
broad objectives of the Hatch Act. Icom-
mend its enforcement.

I believe that the ruling in this in-
stance however, is absurd and without
justification. I cannot believe that the
duties of a town meeting member bring
it in any sense either within thé letter
or the spirit of the Hatch Act.

I again condemn the action taken by
O. P. A, Mr. Chairman. I demand im-
mediate reconsideration, in order that the
town of Weymouth, may continue to have
the services of its rationing board and
that other communities in New England
and elsewhere may not be subject to simi-
lar action.

Under leave to extend my remarks, I
include at this point in the REcorp a copy
of .the editorial referred to, three of the
many communications received in this
connection, and a copy of a joint letter
of protest adressed to O. P. A. Adminis-
trator Bowles by members of the Massa-
chusetts delegation.

[From the Weymouth (Mass.) Gazette and
Transcript of March 9, 1944]
LANE'S OUSTING STIRS TOWN'S FIGHTING SPIRIT

Never, in our rather lengthy newspaper
experience, have we observed such a tidal
wave of public resentment as that which
developed on Monday, within a few brief
hours, over the summary ousting of George
E. Lane as chairman of the Weymouth price
and rationing board by the regional (Bos-

- ton) O. P, A. office. And the wave increases

in proportion with every passing day.

The O, P. A, reglonal office threw Mr. Lane
out on the grounds that he violated regula-
tions stipulating that rationing board mem-
bers cannot participate in politics by holding
public office. Specifically he was charged
with running for the office of town-meeting
member. It s understood that he was given
the opportunity of resigning, but refused,
on the ground that the Hatch Act does not
apply to unpald-volunteer Federal appointees
like himself, Furthermore he holds that
being a town-meeting member is not a politi-
cal office and therefore in holding such mem-
bership he was not participating in politics,
Following his refusal to resign, he was noti-
fied that his term of office on the local ration-
ing board had ceased.

When his fellow board members heard this
news they were incensed that regional O. P. A,

- officials could take such a senseless and

absurd attitude and they resigned as a body.
Their action was in protest to thme ousting
of their chairman,

Incidentally, it took a good deal of courage
on their part to take this action and they
are to be complimented in backing their con-
vietions with united action. What they did,
not only showed how they feel on the matter
at issue, but it is at the same time a personal
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tribute to Mr. Lane and one in which he can
take pardonable pride. They knew better
than anyone else in town what a superb job
Mr. Lane has done as a board member since
the inception of O. P. A. here in town and
particularly as chairman since he succeeded
Attorney William J. Holbrook. Their solid
backing certainly demonstrated what they
thought about the action of the regional
O. P. A. ofice.

This fighting spirit was again displayed
a few hours later (early Monday evening),
when the selectmen met to consider the
resignations of the rationing board members,
The selectmen declined to accept the resig-
nations.

Later that evening, at the annual town
meeting, J. William O'Donnell, of South
Weymouth, rose for the purpose of advising
the meeting that Mr. Lane had been “fired”
as chalrman of the rationing board, and
pointed out that the action was taken be-
cause Mr. Lane was running for town meet-
ing member in next Monday's town election,
He presented a resolution condemning the
0. P. A, for its action, and calling upon
Washington officials to-review the matter at
once,

Everyone seems to agree that the Hatch Act
has nothing whatever to do with the guestion
at issue, developed in Mr. Lane's refusal to
resign. Running for® public office such as
ealaried jobs certainly could be classified as
running for a political office. But town
meeting members—no. . They are elected by
ballot to be sure, but to classify this posi-
tion in our town government as being a po-
litical office is utterly absurd. And whoever
has ruled that such an office is political,
doesn't know what the score is. It's an ab-
surd ruling and one that needs clarifying
at once,

If being & town meeting member is some-
thing which rationing board members can-
not be, at one and the same time, then the
same logic must of necessity follow through
to selective-service bdards. Their members
are nonpaid, volunteer workers. They are
Federal appointees,

Some of our Weymouth's Selective Service
Board’'s members are also town meeting
members, If the same line of reasoning is
pursued in relation to them, then they too
much resign one position or the other—or
be ousted by some #$12,000-a-year under-
strapper sitting at a polished desk in Bos-
ton—or Washington—who has a dwarfed
notion of the fitness of things.

This situation, as it relates specifically to
Weymouth, must also apply in 37 other towns
in this Commonwealth which also have
adopted the limited form of town meeting
government, like we have here. And there
are selective service boards having jurisdic-
tion over all of these towns. When we con-
template a situation like this, with the pos-
sibilities It presents for wholesale oustirgs
or resignations, you can begin to see what
a tangled mess a stupid decision can create.

Here in Weymouth, Mr. Lane and his fel-
low rationing board members have the solid
backing of the community. He and the
others have been deluged with phone calls
and messages. In every case, their fellow-
townspeople were incensed over the regional
O. P. A. raising such a silly issue in the
first place, and pledged to support in any
way possible, whatever move that might be

next.

THE Town oF WEYMOUTH, Mass.,
East Weymouth, Mass.,, March 8, 1944.
Representative Ricaarp B. WIGGLESWORTH,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Sm: At a meeting of the board of
eelectmen held this evening it was voted to
write to the Office of Price Administration
headquarters explaining our predicament in
regard to our rationing board, all of whom
have resigned, as you may know, in protest of
the removal of their chairman, who is a can-
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didate for a town meeting member from pre-
cinet 8.

We have a situation in Weymouth quite
unlike most other towns or cities in Massa-
chusetts or any other State in the Union, We
have what is called a representative town
meeting consisting of 240 elected members, a
certain percent of the voters in each of the
9 precincts, These members are elected from
their own precinct and not by vote of the
whole town. This type of government was
necessary, owing to the large population, ap-
proximately 27,000, and no hall suitable to
hold such a gathering.

According to the ruling of the Massachu-
setts Office of Price Administration, the mem-
bers of our rationing board cannot run for
town meeting membership, therefore being
deprived of their rights. Neither can we ap-
point any of the 240 members of the repre-
sentative town government to the rationing
board. In our neighboring towns members of
the ratloning boards may, and do, attend town
meetings, taking an active part in same, but
in Weymouth that privilege is denled the
membership of-the rationing boards. The net
result is that we have 10 or more members of
the rationing board who cannot take part in
our town affairs, and 240 town meeting mem-
bers, plus other elected officials, that cannot
be rationing board members. In our opinion
this is not fair to the rationing board members
or to the board of selectmen who have to
make the recommendations for appointments,
especially when your pald officers and em-
ployees can take part in their town meetings
with no strings attached.

The State officials of the Office of Price Ad-
miinistration inform us that they do not know
where they can draw a line. We believe that
the State is correct in keeping politics out of
the rationing board membership, but we do
not consider a town meeting member as being
in politics, therefore why not draw the line
there and give your rationing board member-
ghip the rights that they deserve?

Very truly yours,
MArY J. BHEEHAN,
Clerk, Weymouth Board of Selecimen.

BICKENELL SCHOOL,
North Weymouth, Mass., March 10, 1944,
Hon. RicHARD WIGGLESWORTH, /
United States Congressman.

Dear CONGRESSMAN: On behalf of the Wey-
mouth Teacher's Assoclation I would like to
register thelr profest concerning the recent
action of the Office of Price Administration,
This protestation is not for any personal rea-
son but rather a complaint against the fine-
ness of the interpretation of the rule set up
in Massachusetts concerning those who as-
pire to what the Office of Price Administration
consider a political office.

‘We cannot rest with their assumption that
a town-meeting member is a political office.
It is in our opinion a numerical factor and
not a political factor that has forced Wey~
mouth to accept the limited form of town
meeting.

Therefore we urge that the necessary steps
be taken immediately to correct this injus-
tice in Massachusetts or anywhere else in
New England that this might exist and that
all members of the dismissed Weymouth
board be restored to their former status.

Very truly yours,
E. Leo MADDEN,
President, Weymouth Teachers’
Association.

STETSON SHOE CO., RATIONING BOARD,
South Weymouth, Mass., March 7, 1944.
Mr. STeEPHEN EARLY,
Secretary to the President,
White House, Washington, D. C.
DeAr Sir: George E. Lane, chairman of the
Weymouth War Price and Rationing Board,
has been removed by O. P. A.
This removal is based, as we understand
it, on the fact that Mr. Lane is desirous of
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LY
retaining his status as a town-meeting mem-
ber* (see explanation attached). That office
has been classified by O. P. A. as a “Political”
office. It is our further understanding that
the entire panel of ration board members
has resigned In a body in protest to th
ruling. .

George Lane was a former selectman of
the town of Weymouth and passedl up the
opportunity to run again for that office, un-
doubtedly feeling that the time given to the
Weymouth War Price Rationing Board would
be a substantial contribution to the war ef-
fort. Mr. Lane was a candidate for town-
meeting member in 1943 and no action was
taken by O. P. A. at that time. The fact
that he continued as a town-meeting member
for the 1944 election has apparently caused
this ruling to be made.

‘We should like to enter our protest against
this ruling, for we have felt, as an indus-
trial organization in the town of Weymouth,
that the members of the Weymouth War
Price and Rationing Board have done good
work and that they deserve commendation
and not condemnation.

May we respectfully request that every-
thing be done to reinstate as promptly as
possible the entire panel of Weymouth War
Price and Rationing Board members as a vote
of confidence in the work that they have
done for their country and their community?

Respectfully yours,
ALBERT VINAL,
Treasurer.

Copies to Hon. Davip I. WaLsg and Hon.
RicHARD B. WIGGLESWORTH.

The tcwn of Weymouth, as well as all of
the other towns in New England, holds an
annual town meeting, In addition tp this
annual meeting, it sometimes is necessary
to hold special (extra) town meetings during
the year. Years ago all of the people who
wished attended these town meetings, voted
the necessary money to run the town and
then went home. As the population prew
there was no meeting place available which
was large enough to hold all of the people
who wished to attend. Thus, all who wished
could not get inside and vote.

Today, in order to treat every citizen fairly,
Weymouth and many other towns, holds its
town meetings under what is known as the
proportional representation plan.

Thus, a town-meeting member today is
one of a body of approximately 249 unpaid
citizens chosen by the rest of the citizens
to vote for them the appropriations neces-
sary for the operation of the town, in the
same manner as all of the citizens did years
ago,

Unless special town meetings are necessary
these members attend town meeting for
either one or two evenings each year. They
have no other duties to perform, no other
functions, and are not political in the com-
mon usage of that term.

MarcH 14, 1944,
HonN. CHESTER BoWwLEs,
Administrator, Office of
Price Administration,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mgr. Bowres: Our attention has been
called to the removal of the chairman of the
rationing board at Weymouth, Mass., by
direction of O. P. A. Regional Director S8houp
because of the chairman’s decision to run for
reelection as a town meeting member, wisch
position he has held for several years, and to
the unanimous protest of the town of Wey-
mouth in a town meeting assembled over the
action taken.

Those protesting point out that provisions
of the Hatch Act have no application to the
case inasmuch as by amendment to that act,
& member of a war price and rationing
board Is a part-time officer without com-
pensation, serving in connection with the
existing war effort and therefore specifically
exempted from the provisions of the act,
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They indicate that the action has been taken
under the policy of the O. P. A, to refrain
from political activities within the spirit of
the Hatch Act even though the act as amended
is not applicable to them, decision having
been delegated by the National O. P, A, Office
to regional and district offices,

They believe that the classification of a
town meeting member’s dutles as political
duties is without justification and that if
adhered to would have wide application to
all rationing boards throughout the Com-
monwealth.

They point out that the duties of a town
meeting member, of which we understand
there are some 249 in the town of Wey-
mouth, are to attend one town meeting a
year after his election and such othe special
meetings, if any, as may be called in the
meantime in respect to strictly local affairs
and indicate that in their judgment, those
duties can in ro sense be classified as politi-
cal within the letter or spirit of the Hatch
Act. They indicate further that in this par-
ticular instance, the member in question has
served consistently, both as a member of the
rationing board and as a town meeting
member, giving the town excellent service in
bath capacities, receiving no compensation in
either position and without any objection
heretofore on the part of the O. P. A. regional
office.

All members of the rationing board resigned
in protest over the action taken but have been
prevailed upon to withdraw their resignations
temporarily pending decision by O. P. A,

We are in hearty sympathy with the broad
ohjectives of the Hatch Act and commend
its enforcement, but we feel that the action
of the O. P. A. in this instance is outside of
the scope of the act. We protest against it
and earnestly urge that the matter may be
reconsidered with a view to reinstatement of
the Weymouth rationing board and assur-
ance of its continued service to the town.

Sincerely yours,

R. B. WIGGLESWORTH, JOoSEPH W. Mar-
TIN, Jr., ALLEN T. TREADWAY, EpITH
Nourse RoGERs, PEHR G, HoLMmEs,
CuARLES R. CLASON, ANGIER L. GOOD~
winN, CHRISTIAN A, HERTER.

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Chairman, I yield
10 minutes to the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. D1es].

Mr. PLOESER. Mr, Chairman, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. Dies].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Texas [Mr, Dies] is recognized for
15 minutes.

Mr. DIES. Mr. Chairman, I wish to
read an Associated Press quotation of
Walter Winchell as follows:

Mriamr  BracH, Fra, March 13.—Walter
Winchell said here today that he had been
asking various Members of Congress to be
investigated for many years. “Dles is the
kind of man who does not like any kind of
criticism. Some time ago he asked Drew
Pearson to please ask Walter Winchell to lay
off him. When I told Pearson to tell him
to go-to hell I expected him to use the Con=-
GREssIONAL REecorp to even matters,” Win-
chell said.

Mr. Chairman, this utterly false state-
ment by Mr. Winchell and the fact that
he has demonstrated an unwillingness to
find out the truth about a given situation
convinees me that he is not concerned
with the truth and thai he deliberately
and intentionally spreads falsehoods over
the airways. Last December after Mr,
Winchell had used certain false state-
ments repeatedly I wired him and wired
the Blue Network advising them that the
statements were utterly false. I asked
the officials of the Blue Network and Mr.
Winchell to meet with me either In
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Washington or in New York, that I would
permit them fo serve as a jury to consider
the facts and if they concluded that the
evidence was conclusive that the state-
ments used by Mr. Winchell over the air
were absolutely and completely false then
I expected an opportunity over the same
facilities to the same audience to deny
those statements. Those wires were
sent last December. More than 215
months elapsed and neither the officials
of the Blue Network nor Mr. Winchell
saw fit to accord me an opportunity
to be heard and to present the facts
to them. When we consider their re-
fusal to afford me an opportunity to
present the real facts involved, and when
Walter Winchell makes a deliberate
falsehood to the press it must be obvious
to every fairminded citizen that he is not
interested in ascertaining the truth.

I wanted to be very careful to find out
whether or not he made these misstate-
ments because he did not have the cor-
rect information and it was for that rea-
son that I gave to Mr, Winchell and the
Blue Network full opportunity to investi-
gate the facts. It happened that most of
the evidence was in documentary form
and it would not have taken the officials
of the broadeasting company and Mr,
Winchell more than 30 minutes to ac-
quaint themselves with the facts.

For instance, Mr. Winchell said over
the air that our committee had given ac-
cess to our files to one Joe Camp. I have
in my files a letter replying to Joe Camp’s
request for the information in which I
told him that it was the policy of our
committee not to permit private individ-
uals to have access to our files and that
we would not permit him to see these
files. That is only one instance of the
falsehoods that Mr. Winchell used over
the radio.

Mr. Chairman, since this controversy
has arisen I have received thousands of
letters from people everywhere who are
anxious to appear before our committee
to give concrete proof of the deliberate.
falsehoods that Mr. Winchell has used
over the radio. An eminent man in New
York who has made a careful survey of
all of the Winchell scripts wants to sub-
mit proof that only 40 percent of his
statements over a period of time are
truthful and that 60 percent constitute
deliberate falsehoods. Another man in
possession of similar evidence is anxious
to be heard. I have written to the Blue
Network, and said in ‘effect:

Since I have given you every opportunity
to demonstrate to the Congress and to the
Nation whether or not you are interested in
finding out the truth, and since you have de-
clined to avail yourself of the evidence which
I am prepared to submit to you, since you are
unwilling to act as a jury to pass upon the
truth or falsity of these matters it is becom-
ing increasingly apparent to the American
people that you are a party to this scheme to

malign and smear and discredit American
public officials and American citizens as a part

of an insidious propaganda program that you
are carrying on over the airways of the United
Btates. .

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. DIES. Yes; I yield to the gentle-
man from New York.
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Mr. DICESTEIN, All I know about
Winchell is that he is an outstanding
American who formerly came from my
neighborhood. He was very helpful in
the very thing that my distinguished col-
ledzue is doing, unearthing un-American
activities., I think there must be some
misunderstanding, some confusion about
his efforts, although I do not know all
the facts.

Mr. DIES. Let me answer the gen-
tleman. If I made a statement about
the gentleman and repeated that state-
ment and if the gentleman came to me
and said, “Now, Mr. Dies, these state-
ments are not correct, I want you to
afford me an opportunity to prove this
to you conclusively and I will leave it
up to your sense of fairness, Mr. Digs,
whether or. not those statements are
true or false,” and if I denied that re-
quest and then after the gentleman had
given me every opportunity to ascertain
whether or not I wanted to be fair I were
to give to the press of this country a
statement as vicious, and insulting, and
as indicative of an arrogance which
equals, if it does not exceed, Father
Coughlin's, what would the gentleman
think? Why, Mr. Chairman, when
Coughlin was using the airways of this
country to spread misunderstandings
and promote hatred, leading Catholics
were very deeply concerned. I was in
communication with some of these
Catholic leaders of the Catholic Church,
They were as much concerned about that
matter as anyone could possibly be, and
they exercised their influence to restrict
and restrain him and to prevent him
from using the airways of this country
for the purpose of promoting hatred in
the United States.

I regret that there has arisen another
man evidently drunk with the praise
and the power he thinks he enjoys, who
believes he can imitate the methods and
technique of Father Coughlin and use the
radios of this country for the purpose
of spreading deliberate falsehoods.

Mr. Chairman, when Walter Winchell
first advertised the book Secret Army,
Members of Congress called attention
to the fact that Spivak, the author of
that book, was a member of the Com-
munist Party, and there was a great deal
of criticism of Mr. Winchell at that time,
but Mr., Winchell then entered into a
period in which he came out openly and
aboveboard against the Communists.
I believed then that Mr. Winchell was
prepared to deal fairly and courageously
with all of these issues, But he took
Sabotage, Mr. DicksTEIN, a book which
was copied to a large extent from the
reports of our committee on Japanese
and Nazi activities—and there is no ques-
tion about that—Mr. Winchell gave his
endorsement to that book and declared
it was one of the finest books ever pub-
lished in the United States, that every
American citizen should read it. In
other words, while he did not know it,
perhaps, he was endorsing the work of
our committee as the finest work that
had been accomplished in the history of
this country. Then he proceeds to use
an excerpt from the book, much of the
material of which was stolen from our
reports, for the purpose of smearing and
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discrediting me and the committee I
have the honor to head.

Mr. Chairman, I do not say that Mr,
Winchell should not have the right to
criticize me as a public official. Long
ago I ceased to be sensitive about any-
thing that anybody said about me, Iam
not contending that we should abridge
freedom of speech. I do not propose
that the broadcasting companies of this
country censor the fair and truthful
statements of commentators, What I
am trying to say is that when a man
uses the airways for the purpose of pro-
moting hatred, whether that hatred is
directed against the Jewish people, the
Catholic people, or other people in the
United States, he is imitating the dan-
gerous technique of Hitlerism, fascism,
and all other forms of totalitarianism.

I have analyzed some of his scripts.
I wish I had the opportunity to show
you the insidious way in which he seeks
to create false impressions. I wish I
could show you how that method of
propaganda is similar in every respect
to the method used by Goebbels and the
propagandists of Germany. It is incon-
sistent, Mr. Chairman, for anyone to
brand and condemn intolerance, then be
guilty of it himself. If we condemn in-
tolerance, we must set an example of
tolerance ourselves. It is as wrong to
condemn people of one race as it is to
condemn people of another race. Yet
here is a man who because he is intoxi-
cated with the flattery and applause that
greets him at Miami, Fla., has grown so
bold that he does not hesitate to tell
public officials who have never criticized
him, who in all of their statements have
been dignified and respectful, “Ge to
hell” Now that is a fine way to meet an
issue. ;

Mr, Chairman, remember that I did
not condemn Mr. Winchell when I spoke
the other day. I merely answered the
statements that he had made over the
radio about me and the committee I
serve as chairman. I said nothing that
could have refiected upon him; yet with
that arrogance, that confident belief that
because he has the radio facilities of the
country at his disposal, he can use in-
nuendoes, inferences, and falsehoods to
destroy public officials and the commit-
tees of this Congress. It is a repetition
of the Coughlin incident in almost every
detail. I want to say to him that bigger
men than he have sought to discredit
this committee. Smarter and more
clever propagandists have sought to
smear us, and they have not succeeded.
If Mr. Winchell could see the thousands
of letters that are pouring into my office,
he would realize that he has just gone
too far. The people of this country are
sick and tired of radio commentators of
any stripe who use the airways for the
purpose of promoting hatred and spread-
ing falsehoods.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Texas has expired.

- Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chair-

man, I yield 15 minutes to the gentle-

man from Michigan [Mr, WOODRUFFI.
THE TRUTH ABOUT THE TAX BILL .

Mr. WOODRUFF of Michigan. Mr.
Chairman, it is probable that in the en-
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tire history of this Nation there has never
been a period, long or short, in which
more information to which the people are
entitled has been denied them than has
been the case under the New Deal ad-
ministration in the last 12 years. There
has been no period in the history of our
Nation when more misinformation cal-
culated to deceive the people has been
disseminated, than has been the case in
the last 12 years under the New Deal
administration. There has not been a
time in the history of our Nation when
an organized, cunningly devised, govern-
mentally inspired, politically designed,
cooly calculated propaganda has ever
been more fully employed to confuse the
pzople, to cover up the facts, to popular-
ize fallacies, and to hide misadministra-
tion than in the last 12 years under the
New Deal administration.

There has been no period in the his-
tory of this Nation when more pseudo
emergencies and fake crises have been
foisted upon the American people to
justify on the part of the Executive de-
mands for power and more power, which
could not be justified in fact and in truth,
than in the last 12 years under the New
Deal administration. R

One of the most widespread, unjusti-
fied and calculated deceptions practiced
on the people has been in regard to the
revenue bill which the Congress enacted
and which the President vetoed in an
insulting and unjustified® message to the
Congress and which both Houses of the
Congress promptly and overwhelmingly
passed over the President’s veto.

A good deal of the misinformation
about this revenue bill has been spread
unintentionally by newspapers which fell
into the habit of tersely describing the
President’s demands on the Congress for
a ten-and-a-half-billion-dollar-tax bill,
and the bill passed by the Congress as a
two-billion-dollar-tax bill. There has,
however, been a very great deal of clev-
erly designed propaganda, calculated to
cover up the enormous expenditures
which are being made, and the enormous
tax load which has been placed upon the
people, while the internationalists are
insisting on giving away what we have to
other peoples in the world.

The people should be informed and
should keep very clearly in mind the
difference—a very fundamental differ-
ence, by the way—between military
strategy and humane impulse in our
feeding the hungry, clothing the naked,
and sheltering the homeless in other
nations who have been rendered helpless
by the war, and the efforts of interna-
tional adventurers in world-power poli-
tics to impoverish the American people
by appropriating their substance in the
form of machinery and manufactured
goods to be used in what is now admitted-
1y a struggle for world power and world
domination. These people—these super-=
internationalists—who are engaged in
this desperate game of world-power poli-
ties, apparently have neither conscience
nor shame. They appear to be willing
utterly to impoverish the American peo-
ple in an effort to buy and bribe acqui-
escence in their political plots to secure
world domination.

Of course, we in America are ready
and eager to use bread instead of bul-
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lets to secure military cooperation, save
human lives, and prevent casualties. The
damage which is being done is occurring
because these international power ad-
venturers and plotters are utilizing these
military and human requirements as a
cover for their schemes to make Uncle
Sam put up the money for a world-wide
W. P. A, unlimited. Some idea of what
the American taxpayers will be up against
provided these international political
power schemers can get away with their
designs, can be gained when we realize
that the total population of the world
is around 2,169,000,000, of whom prob-
ably more than one-half, judging by
our standards, would fall into the cate-
gory of ill-fed, ill-clad, and ill-housed.

Added to these outpourings of our sub-
stance under lend-lease are the ex-
travagance and the avoidable waste
which this administration is permitting
in the war effort. The Pentagon Build-
ing in Washington is a case in point.
Such instances can be multiplied time
and time again. There is not the slight-
est reason in this world why our hard-
earned dollars should be squandered in a
war effort any more than they should be
squandered in peacetime. Certain ex-
travagances and a very great deal of
waste are unavoidable in a war effort
such as we are engaged in at this time.
That is bad enough. But when we have
added to that terrible burden of waste
and extravagance the deliberate and cal-
culated waste and extravagance of bu-
reaucrats who are determined to wreck
the American Government, socialize
American industry, make serfs and peons
of American farmers, and keep the people
in subjection to bureaucratic regimenta-
tion affer the war ends, it is time the
American people were told the facts so
they can do something about such an out-
rageous state of affairs.

Apparently it is for the purpose o hid-
ing these designs, the waste, the extrava-
gance, the corruption, which are ramp-
ant in the executive branch of the Gov-
ernment today, that the propagandists
and the New Deal press keep spreading
the impression that the President asked
for ten and a half billion dollars in taxes
and that the Congress gave him only a
$2,000,000,000 tax bill.

In my years of service on the Ways and
Means Committee of the House of Repre-
sentatives, I have become acutely con-
scious of the terrible tax burden which
has been growing by leaps and bounds
under this New Deal administration.
The bureaucrats, sensing that the people
are getting fed up with excuses, broken
promises, visionary schemes, alien ideolo-
gies, and political waste and corruption,
have begun to exert every effort to cover
up and conceal from the knowledge of
the people the tremendous sums of
money which are being taken from the
pockets of the citizens by taxation both
visible and hidden.

This is the picture which lies behind
this general impression being thrust up-
on the Nation, in terms of ten billions
and two billions as representing the tax
bill, instead of the real amount. I now
shall tell you the facts. They are as fol-
lows: The estimated revenue of the Fed-
eral Government from all sources for
1943 was $42,500,000,000, With the $2,-
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300,000,000 of added revenue which the
Congress passed over the President's veto
in the last revenue bill, the estimated
revenue for 1945 would stand at $44,800,-
000,000. What the President was asking
for was not a tax revenue of $10,500,000,-
000, but additional tax revenues of that
amount to be imposed upon the $42,500,-
000,000 of revenue already assessed
against our people, This, if the Congress
had been bludgeoned into passing it,
would have run the Government's reve-
nues for 1945 to $53,000,000,000.

Every citizen knows when he stops to
think about it that all taxation in the end
is and must be paid by the man or woman
who buys things across the counter. All
this New Deal talk about making the rich
pay the proposed additional taxes is just
so much political “bunk.” Big incomes,
corporate revenues, are now taxed to the
utmost. The fact is that an income of
$500,000 a year in the State of New York,
one of the States having a State income-
tax law, would leave the individual re-
ceiving it in debt when he had paid his
Federal taxes and his State tax, the total
amount of which would be more than his
total taxable income. Any individual
having a million-dollar income in the
State of New York would be deeper in
debt than the possessor of a $500,000 in-
come, after his Federal and State taxes
were paid. Even in the States having no
State income-tax law, no taxpayer, re-
gardless of the size of his taxable income
during this year and next, can have left
after paying his faxes, a sum greater
than $24,261.76. In other words, we have
already reached a point of practical con-
fiscation of all big incomes. So, when
Mr. Roosevelt proposes to take an addi-
tional $10,500,000,000 in revenues out of
the American people, he is proposing to
take it out of the pockets of the poor peo-
ple to a very great extent, and of those
with smaller incomes, because that is the
only place additional revenue can be se-
cured to finance the paste and extrava-
gance of the huge political bureaucracy
which this administration has built up to
bestride the shoulders of the taxpayers
like an “Old man of the sea.” The pro-
testations of the administration, espe-
cially those of the Treasury Department,
under Mr. Morgenthau, that they are try-
ing to protect the poor people from this
load of taxation is intentionally decep-
tive, and entirely erroneous, and one of
the best authorities I can pick out at this
moment for that statement is Franklin
Delano Roosevelt himself when, in 1932,
he said:

Taxes are pald In the sweat of the man who
labors, because they are a burden on produc-
tlon and are paid through production.

Mr. Roosevelt, when he made that
statement, was running for the office he
still holds. That was before he had run
our national debt from $19,500,000,000,
when he took office, up to about $49,000,-
000,000 before we entered the war. No
citizen can tell now what the national
debt is, because it increases so enor-
mously from day to day that he cannot
keep track of it, and the Treasury avoids
talking about it.

Mr. Roosevelt was not the first man,
by any means, who discovered that waste
means taxes, and taxes mean misery for
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the people. Thomas Jefferson, in his
day, pointed out the dangers of excessive
waste and the consequent excessive tax-
ation when he said:

Having seen the people of all other nations
bowed down to the earth under the wars and
prodigalities of their rulers, I have cherished
their oppositive—peace, economy, and rid-
dance of public debt—believing that these
were the high roads to public as well as pri-
vate prosperity and happlpess, * * *
Taxation follows public debt, and in its train
wretchedness . and oppression. * * * If
we can prevent the Government from wasting
the labors of the people under the pretense of
taking care of them they must become happy.
*# ¢ * The same prudence, which, in
private life, would forbid our paying our
money for unexplained projects forbids it in
the disposition of the public money. * * *
We must make our election between economy
and liberty or profusion and servitude.

Let us stop a moment and ponder the
hundreds of millions of your money
squandered on the Canol pipe-line proj-
ect in British Columbia; the Pentagon
Building project in Virginia, adjacent
to Washington, so ably exposed in its ter-
ribly wasteful ramifications by my good
friend the gentleman from Michigan,
Representative ALBERT J. ENGEL; the
Alaska Highway, and the proposed oil
pipe lines in Saudi Arabia. Ponder these
along with the extravagances under
cover of lend-lease, and the plans of the
world-power politicians to take your sub-
stance—your goods and services—away
from you, to bribe other people into ac-
guiescence with the plans of these power
politicians lusting for world domina-
tion—these men and women who would
put their own people and all the other
peoples of the world in economic slavery
in order that their own passion for power
may be gratified.

And then remember, my fellow citizens,
that Mr. Roosevelt was demanding not a
ten-and-a-half-billion tax burden of
you, but a fifty-three billion tax bur-
den of you. And remember, too, that it
was your CongresS, your representatives
in the legislative body, who stood between
you and that extravagant and extor-
tionate demand and whittled these new
raids on your pocketbook from ten and
a half billion dollars down to two and a
third billions.

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 7
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. VoorHIS],

ALASEA, ELK HILLS, AND ARAEIA

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr.
Chairman, this is another speech about
oil.

Pirst, I want to express profound sat-
isfaction over articles recenily appear-
ing in the press and other informa-
tion which I have received to the effect
that at long last real exploration is to be
undertaken in the oil resources of Alaska.
The Navy is dispatching a party of ex-
perts to the vicinity of Point Barrow at
Naval Petroleum Reserve No. 4. In the
near future it is reported that the War
Department will undertake investigation
of fields in Southern Alaska.

I do not know how much oil there is in
Alaska, Mr. Chairman. But there are
those who believe there is a very great
quantity indeed and certainly there is
every reason why Congress should do
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everything within its power to encourage
and facilitate the exploration of our own
American resources in Alaska, Indeed
my only regret is, it was not done long
ago. For I think there is at least the
possibility that had we found out accu-
rately what Alaskan resources actually
are some other mistakes and blunders
might have been avoided. We might
readily have avoided the mistakes of the
Canol project, which understandable
though it may have been in the begin-
ning as a military measure, should cer-
tainly have been carried out in a very
different manner and which as presently
set up can only result in the long run in
great benefits to the Standard Oil Co. of
New Jersey, through its 70 percent owned
subsidiary Imperial Oil, Ltd., at Ameri-
can taxpayers’ expense. For since Im-
perial holds all the leases, only Imperial
can use the pipe line in the future. How
much better it would have been had these
Alaskan fields been developed instead
with the whole project on American soil
all the way through.

I wish I could continue on this con-
structive note, but I cannot. For on yes-
terday there was introduced in the other
body of Congress, a bill to permit the
Secretary of the Navy to enter into unit
operations contracts with private oil
comranies for the exploitation of naval
reserves. The purpose of this bill, of
course, is to legalize the contract between
the Navy and the Standard Oil Co. for the
operation of Elk Hills Naval Reserve.
Should this bill pass it will nfean that not
only that portion of the Elk Hills field
where Standard owns sections of land
checkerboarded with Navy sections, but
also the entire western and southern por-
tion of the field where the Navy owns the
entire acreage will be thrown into a unit
operations plan constituting a partner-
ship in the exploitation of this oil be-
tween the Navy on the one hand and the
Standard Oil Co. on the other.

It will be recalled that a year ago last
November the first contract between
Navy and Standard Oil Co. was quietly
put into effect and continued in opera-
tion until last summer when as a result
of congressional efforts on the part of
other Members and myself, as well as the
action of the Justice Department
through its Lands Division, in declaring
the contract illegal, that first contract
was canceled. Something at least has
been accomplished by our efforts for
some of the worst features of the original
contract do not appear in the new pro-
posed contract. But the Attorney Gen-
eral has stated that this new contract
would not be valid unless the basic law is
changed. Congress, therefore, has this
question squarely in its own lap as I see
it, and will have to decide whether or
not it wants to empower the Secretary
of the Navy to go into partnership with
the Standard Oil Co., giving it operation
of the greatest oil reserve in the Western
Hemisphere or not. I know it will be
said that under the terms of the pro-
posed new contract the Navy is free to
deal with some other company than
Standard if it sees fit to do so, but to
anyone who is at all familiar with the
actual situation in the Elk Hills areas, it
will be clear that this is a meaningless
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provision. The Standard Oil Co. of Cali-
fornia owns all the pipe lines leading
from Elk Hills, and under the California
law these pipe lines are not common car-
riers. When the contract states that
either party can dispose of its oil as it
sees fit, therefore it virtually means that
the Navy can either sell its oil to the
Standard Oil Co. or else attempt to carry
it out in buckets. This contract, fur-
thermore, contemplates passage of this
bill changing our whole policy and au-
thorizing the Secretary of the Navy to
enter into unit-operations-plan con-
tracts, not only at Elk Hills but elsewhere
as he sees fit.

I still believe, Mr. Chairman, as I have
from the beginning, that the only right
solution of this problem is by condem-
nation by the Navy of the Standard hold-
ings in Elk Hills. That is the only way,
in my judgment, that on any reasonable
basis at all, Elk Hills can be made a true
Navy reserve. At this very moment some
of the very same people who are shout-
ing that our oil resources are danger-
ously near exhaustion are complaining
very loudly, indeed, because the Navy will
not permit the Standard Oil Co. to pump
more oil out of Elk Hills than it is now
permitted todo. This is urged in spite of
the fact that it is well known that an
increase of the amount of oil taken by
Standard from Elk Hills will idevitably
deplete the oil under the Navy’s land
even more serfously than has already
taken place by the drilling operations of
Standard along the Navy section lines.
I am opposed to this unit-operations plan
because I am convinced it will immeas-
urably strengthen the monopolistie posi-
tion which the Standard Oil Co. already
holds. Five hundred and eighty thou-
sand acres of California’s potential or
proven oil land is now either owned in
fee, under lease, or with mineral rights,
held by the Standard Qil Co. For years
Standard -has virtually controlled the
price of crude oil in California and will
be in an even better position to do so if it
gains control of the Navy’s Elk Hills field.

I want to ask the question as to just
why the whole of the Elk Hills field is
included in the unit plan of operation. It
is clear from the map that only in the
eastern and northern portions of the
field does the checkerboard-ownership
situation pertain. Through the south-
ern portion and the entire western half
of the field Standard owns only one or
two quarter sections, and yet it is pro-
posed, without our knowing with any de-
gree of accuracy what lies underneath
the rest of the field, to draw this whole
business into the unit-operations plan
with an oil company, which in the physi-
cal nature of the case can only be the
Standard Oil Co. of California. Were
Standard’s holding condemned and pur-
chased by the Navy, the Standard 0Oil Co.
would still be able to get along quite well.
But our Navy's oil could then be defi-
nitely produced and handled in what-
ever manner it was best to handle it from
the national point of view. If this con-
tract proposed to include only those por-
tions of the Elk Hills field where Stand-
ard does own part of the land, I would
not feel quite so strongly about the mat-
ter. But as I see the present proposal, it
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any reason or necessity give the Stand-
ard Oil Co. a very greatly increased con-
trol of the oil of the United States.

Now, I am quite frank to say that the
new contract is much better than the
original one was, and if nothing else had
been accomplished by our efforts, we
would have at least the right to feel a
certain satisfaction over the results so
far obtained. For under the new con-
tract, although the original participating
percentages of 64 percent for Navy and
36 percent for Standard are still in-
cluded, nevertheless it is provided that
changes in participating percentages
will be retroactive to November 1942,
Under the old contract these changes
would not have been so retroactive and
to whatever extent oil was discovered on
Navy lands, which is about the only place
it can be discovered since Standard lands
have already been preity heavily ex-
ploited, Standard would still have re-
tained any excess oil over its fair per-
‘centage which it has taken. As I say, in
this contract that feature has been cor-
rected, and, as a matter of fact, it is al-
together likely that long before Elk Hills
has stopped producing it will be found
that well in excess of 64 percent of the
oil will come from Navy lands.

In the second place, the new contract
does make the Secretary of the Navy the
final arbiter, which he was not under the
old agreement, as to changes in these
percentages of participation. Even so,
however, the United States is starting
out at a great disadvantage, for the
percentages are based on the area of
commercial production which is defined
on the map. This area of commercial
production includes only about 9,000
acres out of a total of 42,000 acres in
the whole Elk Hills field. The area in-
cludes those sections belonging to Stand-
ard Oil Co. in which the encroachment
of water has become a serious problem.
Most important of all, however, the west-
ern line of this so-called area of com-
mercial production is, as anyone can see,
acompletely arbitrary one, for it is noth-
jng more or less than a section line.
Any one man knows that oil is no re-
specter of section lines. Furthermore,
this western line of the so-called area
of commercial production is the west line
of section 36 on which already a number

~ of successful wells have been drilled and
the land to the west of that line belongs
to the Navy. It is almost certain that
there is additional oil west of the line
which would materially change percent-
‘ages if the line were made to accord with
the real facts of the situation instead of
arbitrary section lines.

The very fact that so much stress is
laid upon the matter of revision of the
participating percentages is proof that
no one knows adequately what the facts
are, and even though these percentages
are subject to revision, or rather, I should
say, because they are subject to revision,
we are running into a situation where
it will be required, as I see it, to have
as large an accounting staff and staff of
lawyers as was ever had in the history
of the oil business, or in any other busi-
ness, for any readjustments made in par-
ticipating percentages must be made ret-
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boils down to one which would without

roactive, as they should be, to November
1942, This means constant readjust-
ments all along the line. It will prob-
ably mean constant litigation. It will
require every time a change is made that
the whole system of accounts will have
to be altered.

In the next place, it is to be remem-
bered that the oil company involved in
this unit agreement is to be paid its costs
of operation out of the Navy’s share of
the oil. Originally those costs will be
shared on a 64-36 basis. They are to be
settled periodically and in the end there
must be a readjustment of the allocation
of these costs in accordance with the
division of participation in the oil. It
will be virtually impossible, as I see it,
to ever get these costs in balance. All
these difficulties can be multiplied by at
least two when I point out that there
are at least two zones, namely, the shal-
low zone and the so-called Stevens zone,
where it is ' known that oil exists in Elk
Hills. It will be virtually impossible to
find out where the Navy stands in this
matter under the unit-operations plan at
any given time.

I want to emphasize that the services
of the oil company may be paid either in
oi]l or in money. If they are paid in oil

‘no appropriation will be necessary on

the part of Congress, and, therefore, no
check by Congress on the operations of
the deal will be possible. I have not tried
to go into any technical detail, Mr, Chair-
man. I am for condemnation and not
for the unit-operations plan, first, be-
cause under the unit-operations plan the
monopolistic control of the Standard Oil
Co. will be immeasurably enhanced by
governmental action; second, because at
the very least I believe those portions of
the Elk Hills reserve which are wholly
owned by she Navy should be left wholly
in the Navy's hands and should not be
subjected to this unit-operations pro-
posal; third, because of the terrific com-
plications involved in attempting to even
come close t¢ telling where the Govern-
ment stands with regard to the matter
at any given time; fourth, because of the
present outery that the Navy release its
restrictions on production at Elk Hills in
order to let Standard pump more oil
from there. This sort of thing would, in
my judgment, continue just as long as
this oil was being made available to a
private corporation; and finally, because
I do not believe there is any other way
except condemnation whereby we can
have a true reserve for naval oil at Elk
Hills. I believe there are manifold rea-
sons why it is a matter of the greatest im-
portance that we should make this a true
Navy reserve.

I now come to the proposed deal for
construction of a pipe line across Arabia
at Government expense, but without any
sort of governmental control over the oil
or over the policies to be pursued in its
disposition. It is interesting I think that
the same oil company which is so anxious
to get into partnership with the Navy
with regard to the Navy's rich Elk Hills
reserve, has consistently refused to per-
mit the Government to purchase any in-
terest in its Saudi Arabia leases. Every-
thing appears to depend upon which foot
I have spoken against
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this pipe-line agreement. for a number of
reasons. It has been defended on only
one ground,.and that is the allegation
that it is a war measure and one of
military necessity. This, I contend once
again, it cannot conceivably be—at least
so far as the present war is concerned.
For it will take as long to build the pipe
line as anyone believes this war is going
to last. Then they fail back on the argu-
ment that it is supposed to be for the
next war. To which my reply is that
under the present proposed agreement
it appears to me that in attempting to
get oil clear on the other side of the world
in order to have it for “the next war” that
these gentlemen are talking about so
much, we are altogether likely to be at
the same time putting ourselves in a posi-
tion where we will be forced into that
next war for which we are supposed to
need this oil. In other words, instead of
an investment in national security, it
looks to me like an investment in national
insecurity.

As T have explained in a former speech,
my position is that either the Govern-
ment should have nothing whatsoever to
do with the construction of this pipe line,
or else it should insist as it did insist in
the beginning of negotiations that if it
is to assume all the risk and get itself
involved in all the dangers of an inter-

- national sort which will inevitably result,

it should then be in a position of having
a substantial interest in the oil itself and
of being able to exercise control over the
policies to be pursued in order to prevent
this oil falling into the hands of a huge.
international cartel, which in the absence
of the United States Government oppo-
sition, is, I believe, quite inevitable.

I have believed frem the beginning,
Mr, Chairman, and I believe now, that it
is utterly impossible fto consider this
Arabian pipe line without taking into
account those features of the situation
which it will create which have so vital a
bearing on future peace and the security
of our own Nation, as well as other parts
of the world.

This is a job for the State Department,
and I have made an earnest effort to se-
cure information from the State Depart-
ment about the matter. This effort was
completely without success. Mr, Ray-
nor, the petroleum adviser of the State
Department, gave me absolutely no real
information about the matter and sim-
ply told me that he approved the deal for
the State Department without inde-
pendent consideration or study on the
part of the State Department and only
because the President and the Joint
Chiefs of Staff were insisting upon it asa
military measure. I cannot conceive of
the State Department, which is the De-
partment of government that has re-
sponsibility for the foriegn affairs of
our country, permitting a thing of this
sort to go through without insisting upon
taking into account its implications
bearing on the future international re-
lations of the United States. And yet I
am informed that that is precisely what
happened. Not only that, but I was
dealt with in a manner far from
straightforward, an experience which
has deepened and strengthened my sus-
picions about this whole affair.
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The State Department did have a rep-
resentative who went to Arabia to look
over this project. He did make a report
on it. I asked to see this man and was
told at first that he was out of town. I
now find this was not true; that he was in
Washington at the time I was told he
was not in Washington. Further, I was
informed that this report was only a
technical report dealing with the amount
of oil that might be developed in the
Arabian area. I subsequently find, how-
ever, that this is not true, either, but that
the report does deal with the proposed
pipe-line agreement, and, furthermore,
that it is adverse to the agreement in its
present form. I am compelled to con-
clude that this must have been one of
the reasons Mr. Raynor refused to let
me see the report. I am also informed
on authority which I consider absolutely
reliable that the report tendered to the
War Depariment by its representative
who went to the Middle East was also
adverse to the terms of the present pipe-
line construction agreement. I should
certainly think some congressional body
should find out about all this—and at
once. For this pipe line is going forward
just as fast as it can be pushed right at
this moment.

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is a matter
where at the very least Congress is going

to appropriate several hundred millions

of dollars not only for the pipe line but
for the necessary additional construction
of a refinery, without which the pipe line
can hardly be of much use. More than
that it is a matter which may well have
g vital bearing on the world peace which
every last one of us is promising the
fighting men of our country will be built
after victory has been achieved.

Some weeks ago I introduced a resolu-
tion for a thorough investigation of all
facts concerning the petroleum industry
by a special House committee selected
from the Military and Naval Affairs Com-
mittees, the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce, the Public Lands
Committee, and the Agriculture Commit-
tee. If I am wrong about this matter, I
am the first man who wants to know it.
But the only way to find out is for a con-
gressional committee to get all the facts
regarding the matter, including reports
made by men who have been actually on
the ground and who know intimately the
problems involved.

Members of Congress frequently ex-
press concern over domination of this
body by the executive department. We
become so extremely agitated when the
Presiaent sends up a message to the Con-
gress which is couched in terms which
we do not like. On a number of occa-
sions Presidential vetoes have been over-
ridden. But here are matters connected
with what is perhaps at the moment the
basic natural resource of the Nation with
regard to which Congress will either have
to take a positive direct action of its own,
insisting upon a decent coordinated
policy calculated to build peace in the
world in the future and to construct the
security of our country on a really firm
foundation, or else share the responsi-
bility for whatever the consequence may
be of things that are now being done.
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Mr. Chairman, let us explore and de-
velop our oil resources in Alaska as it
is now planned to do. Let us free the
independents in the oil industry from the
domination of the majors. Let us con-
serve the oil in our naval reserves by
making them in truth and in fact naval
reserves and by condemning private
holdings in those reserves. But let us
insist that if ventures on the other side
of the earth after oil are to be under-
taken, they be undertaken on the terms
of the American people and only in a
manner which will promote the future
peace and security of the American
people, instead of leading them into a
situation where they will be committed to
huge international oil cartels and the
very sort of practices in the handling of
natural resources which the Atlantic
Charter declared against.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr, Chair-
man, I yield 5§ minutes to the gentleman
from Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN].

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, last
vear the subcommittee that prepared the
pending bill graciously afforded me an
opportunity to testify in behalf of an
additional appropriation for the Legis-
lative Reference Service in the Library
of Congress. I had no opportunity to
avail myself of the grace of the subcom-
mittee this year and since the matter is
closed, I do not propose to offer any
amendment. I do want to allude to the
mattier, because I believe it is quite im-
perative and important. It has some
bearing upon the recent unpleasantness
in the legislative and executive branches
of the Government. It appears to me
that in proportion as we make our own
operation in the legislative branch more
efficacious, we can always meet the ad-
ministrative agencies on their own
ground weaponed with necessary facts
and figures and try to develop a better
cooperative relationship between the two
branches of government.

After all, the Constitution, while it con-
templates three independent branches,
does not contemplate three hostile
branches of government. So the Con-
gress must take its place in the sun and
be adequately equipped. One of the
weapons or instrumentalities which I
think needs strengthening is the Legis-
lative Reference Service. At the present
time it consists of 66 people, of whom
only 16 are specialists. Imagine, only
15 specialists in that agency of govern-
mert that is under the direction and con-
trol of Congress, serving the require-
ments and needs of 531 Members of the
House and Senate. They are inade-
quately compensated. The man who
does work for Congress in the Legisla-
tive Reference Service of the Library of
Congress on monetary matters, as I re-
call, on banking and fiscal matters, re-
ceives $2,600 a year. He is expected to
be a fiscal expert for $2,600 a year.
There are more than 40 experts in the
Treasury and in the Federal Reserve
Board who are receiving from $5,600 to
$8,000 a year. The same thing is true
in the field of social security and labor.
In those appropriate executive agencies
they have scores of men drawing $4,200,
$4,600, $5,400, $5,600, $6,500 and even
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$8,000 a year, who are specialist-advisers
in that particular field of governmental
activity.- Yet over in the Library of
Congress are men serving this body to-
day, ostensibly as experts, who are work-
ing for as little as $2,600 a year. How do
we expect to command specialists in an
expert service at salaries of that kind? I
think men in the older age brackets who
are not amenable to the requirements of
selective service would be available for
that kind of work, especially in this
period when we are preparing already
to begin the transition from hostilities
to peace, when so much is necessary from
this Congress by way of appropriations,
authorizing legislation, and commit-
ments in order to deal with the manifold
problems which will be on the threshold
of this body in the future., So we must be
weaponed and equipped for it. One of
the best things we can do to serve the
taxpayers and serve the general welfare
of the country is to take unto ourselves
those aids and instrumentalities whereby
we get the facts, whereby we get an un-
biased and impartial view of every ques-
tion that will be a great guide and a
great directive in finding the right an-
swers to the problems that are before us.
I shall not offer that amendment today.
I want to make the record here now in
the hope that when the bill goes over
before the Senate that perhaps they will
give some attention to it also.

Mr, JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr.
Chairman, I yield 22 minutes to the
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Mur-
RAY].

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr.
Chairman, last week I was in Wisconsin
at the annual meeting of the livestock
breeders of that State. The food-pro-
duction program is marching on. There
is a patriotic desire to produce the food
for this war. It appears that they will
continue to exert every energy they have
to produce this food even if unnecessary
obstacles are placed in their pathway
by Washington.

One fact was very apparent. That is
that the promises of the War Food Ad-
ministration were being questioned.
The promises to the dairy farmer, the
egg producer, the hog producer, and now
the potato grower have not been suffi-
ciently well carried out to meet their
approval, The programs of the A. A. A,
and the Extension Service workers and’
other agencies is made less effective due
to the fact that the commitments to pro-
ducers have not been sufficiently well
fulfilled. There isn’t much use to pour
funds into any program where the com-
mitment is not carried out. They are in
hopes that the LaFollette amendment
to the act extending the life of the
C.C. C. will remedy this situation. They
cannot see, however, why it should be
necessary fo pass a law to make any
individual or agency to carry out the
provisions of law already a part of the
law of the land.

I ask unanimous consent to include in
my remarks at this point in the Recorp,
the address I made at the livestock meet-
ing at the agricultural college on March
8, heretofore referred to.
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The CHAIRMAN. Without objection,
it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin,
dress is as follows:

It is Indeed a pleasure for me to have the
opportunity of meeting so many old friends
and also to meet so many people who are so
vitally interested in wartime agriculture.

Wartime agriculture has met an unprec-
edented demand for food for our armed
forces, lend-lease, and for our domestle pop-
ulation. This demand has been made in
the face of machinery shortages, equipment
shortages, restricted transportation, and
ever-increasing manpower shortages. Our
armed forces are the best-fed of any army
in the war, and our food products have not
only gone to the armed forces of our allles
but in large amounts have been distributed
tg the civillans as well. .

The results have spoken for themselves.
The patriotic desire to produce has resulted
in a national food production during 1942
and 1943 that is comparable to the indus-
trial production of the implements of war
that American labor and management have
made during this same period.

During these 2 years of war we have had
an increase in total cattle from 75,000,000 on
January 1, 1942, to an estimated 82,000,000 on
January 1, 1944, ' Dairy cows have increased
from 26,898,000 to 27,607,000, although the
increase in cow numbers has not given a
comparable increase in milk production, In
fact, in 1943 with a half million more cows
we produced over a billion pounds less milk
than in 1942,

Hogs have increased from 60,000,000 to 83,-
000,000, or over one-third; chickens have in-
creased from 474,000,000 to 572,000,000 dur-
ing these same 2 years. Sheep have decreased
in number from 56,000,000 to 51,000,000 for
reasons I shall discuss later, i

It is unnecessary for me to remind you
of the contribution made by Wisconsin to
the national production of livestock products
and food crops during this period.

‘THE OVER-ALL FICTURE

We have some 500,000,000 acres of cropland
in the United States, although only about
340,000,000 acres are usually harvested. Many
of these idle acreas are marginal but will
raise crops such as beans, that are now ra-
tioned. The past 2 years have been years
of above-normal weather conditions and the
Food Administrator has asked for an increase
in crop acreage in 1944 in the hopes of ob=-
taining even the 1843 fotal production of
food products,

Did you ever stop to consider where the
great food-producing areas of our country
really are located? Many States do not pro-
duce enough food to provide their own popu-
lation. Much of our agricultural leadership
has come during the past 10 years from States
that produce a very small part of the Na-
tlon's food products. We wouldn't, other-
wise, have had an agricultural program ap-
propriation- of $400,000,000 to 800,000,000 a
year, wherein a soll-conservation program
was for years carried on where the payments
went largely to soil-depleting crops. This
situation was a result of the leadership and
of the legislation and should not be in-
terpreted as critical of the men who had the
responsibility of administering it. They fol-
lowed the provisions of the legislation and
they should not be criticized for the legisla-
tion. The incentive payment and Cannon
amendment controversy of the last session of
Congress is a concrete example.

Chicago is the food capital of the world—
and a comparatively few States surrounding
this city produce a very high percentage of
the food of the Nation. These Btates in-
clude: Towa, Minnesota, Ohio, Indiana, Mis-
gourl, KEansas, Nebraska, and Wisconsin.

The ad-
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Iowa and Illinois produce one-third of the
corn and one-third of the pork of the Na-
tion. Minnesota, Iowa, and Wisconsin pro-
duce over 40 percent of the butter, and Wis-
consin alone, as you well know, produces
over half of the Cheddar cheese and a higher
percentage of the foreign types of cheese of
the Nation.

Although Wisconsin produces 12 percent of
the milk of the Nation it produced in’ 1942,
13,000,000,000 of the 98,000,000,000 pounds of
milk that went into commerclal dairy chan-
nels. In fact, in 1942 Wisconsin alone pro-
duced more milk than all of New England
with New York and New Jersey included.

The February 1044 price for milk ranged
from $2.60 per bundredweight in North
Dakota to $4.75 per hundredweight in Florida,
with Iowa recelving $2.65, Minnesota $2.70,
and Wisconsin $2.75 per hundredweight. The
new feed subsldy ranges from 50 cents per
hundredweight in the largest milk-producing
States like Wisconsin, Minnesota, and Iowa
to 80 cents in Florida, Georgla, and South
Carolina, where milk in Florida is already
bringing over 75 percent more than in the
Midwest. This situation is not as serious as
it sounds because these Southern States pro-
duce such small amounts of the milk of the
Nation.

During wartime with controls on new
equipment and transportation, the trans-
forming of the raw materials of the farm into
commercial food products should of neces-
sity be Increased and fostered in the States
and counties in the areas already engaged in
the particular branch of farming that had
been previously practiced in these areas.
Greater efort could well have been expended
and now expended to Increase the production
of milk in the natural milk areas instead of
fostering a high subsidy program In areas
with high production costs.

Some expansion of products such as pea-
nuts in the Cotton Belt and the hemp and
soybean growing in the Midwest have for
other and logical reasons not been in keeping
with this general plan.

THE BEEF SITUATION

I am sure you have followed the beef situa-
tion, especially when 40 percent of the beef
and veal comes from the dairy farms. The
stated purpose of the beef program is to pro-
duce as much good meat as possible but not
give a price sufficiently high to encourage the
production of the choice meats of pzacetime.
It would take more than the time allotted me
here today to even get started on a discussion
of this subject. Beef-cattle numbers have
been expanding, but when one realizes that
we have been on an import basis as far as
beef Is concerned for 30 years, I am sure you
can see how tight the beef situation could be
if any appreciable Increase in demands should
take place, or if a reduction in the produc-
tion of beef should confront us,

On February 15, 1844, the price of beef cattle
varied from $8.60 per hundredweight in Ver-
mont to 812.60 per hundredweight in Pennsyl-
vania, with an average price of $10.10 per
hundredweight in Wisconsin, and a national
average of $11.80. The February 1944 parity
price 1s §9.20. The fairness of the beef parity,
as you know, has always been questioned.

THE HOG SITUATION

When Secretary Wickard, in April 1942,
asked for the Increase in hogs and put the
floor of $13.76 Chicago basis on them he
obtained a great response in production. War
legislation guaranteed farmers 80 percent of
parity during the war and 2 years thereafter.
This has its legislative controls, however.
Bupport prices like the support prices on the
hogs weighing from 200 to 240 to 270 to 300 to
830 had nothing to do with the 80-percent
parity guaranty. However, recently when
the Commodity Credit Corporation Act was
extended Senator La ForleTTE added an
amendment that provides that this 80-per-
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cent parity promised the producer be paid
and that all commitments to producers be
fulfilled without fail.

Most people could never see any reason to
ration pork, especially since December 1, 1943,
A few months ago 128,000,000 pounds of lard
were turned over to the soap manufacturers
for soap making. Within the last few days
another 50,000,000 pounds have been allocated
to these soap manufacturers. This was done
at a time that the housewife was paying
points for lard, but these were removed on
March 1.

The importance of pork production is known
to everyone that has interest enough to study
the situation. The hog is a very efficient ani-
mal in the conversion of feeds to human food
when both calories and proteins are consid-
ered, No one has yet found out why it was
more patriotic to eat chicken than pork.

Hog prices in February 1944 varied from
$10 per hundredweight in Florida and $10.20
per hundredweight In Mississippl to $14.10
per hundredweight in California. The aver-
age for Wisconsin was $12.80 and the parity
price of February is $12.40 per hundredweight.

THE EGG SITUATION

The parity price of eggs was 35 cents for
the year 1943. The parity price of eggs was
44 cents in December 1843, and 90 percent
of parity guarsnteed by law was 39.6 cents
per dozen, when the farmers in meany sec-
tions were receiving from 24 to 28 to 30 cents
per dozen right in the face of advancing feed
prices. The LaFollette amendment should
guarantee that commitments in the future
are fulfilled so that such occurrences cannot
be repeated.

Egg prices in February 1844 varied from
28 cents a dozen in North Dakota, 41 cents

" per dozen in Arlzona, with Wisconsin show-

ing an average of 30 cents per dozen. The
natlonal average price for February was 319
cents per dozen and the parity price for the
month is practically the same, or 31.8 cents
per dozen, !

THE DAIRY SITUATION

The attack on this industry during war-
time has been from many angles. The oleo-
margarine Interests put their demands for
a removal of the one-fourth-e¢ent-per-pound
tax, the 10-cent coloring tax, and the licens-
ing on the basis of war needs. This was soon
shown a fallacious approach because the
facts were that all the oleomargarine was
belng made for which the War Production
Board had allocated the oil. The oleomar-
garine Interests are still on hand to try to
find some way to promote their wares. They
claim they have a new and much better prod-
uct now. They even want to change its sex.
They used to call it Ole and now they want
one to call it Margy. The oleomargarine =
tax plus Federal licensing brings in around
$2,000,000 a year to the United States Treas-
ury. Vegetable-oil and cottonseed-oil proc-
essors are being subsidized for somewhere
between forty and fifty million dollars in 1943
and the subsidy on vegetable oils is esti-
mated at $65,000,000 in 1944, Between two
and one-half and three billion pounds of
vegetable oll is being subsidized, so you can
see that the vegetable olls in the cleomar-
garine are being subsidized more per pound
than the Federal taxes on the product. The
subsidy may be twice the tax collections.

The filled-milk makers obtained 6,700 tons
of tin and steel for their concoction in 2
years when it was next to impossible to get
enough tin to line a vat In a corner cheese
factory. The product is not rationed. In-
cidentally, this filled milk sells for 9 cents per
can, and three cans of natural evaporated
milk can be bought even in Washington for
26 cents. When the butterfat is removed
and sold as cream, which is not rationed, at
75 cents to $1 per pound, and when cottons -
seed oil, which is subsidized and has a 18-
cents-per-pound O. P. A. ceiling, is squirted
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in the can to replace the butterfat, do you
really think this is being done to help the
war effort? This filled milk is the hand-
maiden of oleo. All these synthetic dairy
products belong in the same class, The oleo
is to the butter producer what the filled milk
is %0 evaporated milk and whole-milk indus-
try and what synthetic cheese is to the cheese
industry.

Creamola is a new one. They take un-
rationed cream and mix it with vegetable oil
and sell it unrationed. There are other “gyp”
set-ups in food products springing up during
wartime. Also among these are the low-fat
and high-moisture cheeses,

THE WOOL SITUATION

One of the perplexing problems of the pres-
ent day is the embarrassment of the wool ac-
cumulations in our country. Most people
agree it would be both more perplexing and
embarrassing if it were a shortage instead of
an abundance. }

At the time of Pearl Harbor no one knew
exactly what the shipping situation really
would be. We were accumulating stock piles
of many strategic materials of war at that
time., We produce in the United States
around four hundred to four hundred and
fifty million pounds of wool per year. We
have a peacetime consumption of some 600,~
000,000 pounds. In early 1942 some military
leaders expected to see a Japanese attack on
Australia, England moved 400,000,000 pounds
of its own wool into the warehouses of the
United States. This is supposed to be in
bond.

It appears that our Defense Plant Corpora-
tion advanced the freight and other charges
and holds the warehouse receipts on this
wool. In addition, the Defense Plant Cor-
poration purchased outright some 300,000,000
pounds of wool. In addition to the purchases
of this national agency, individual dealers
and manufacturers during 1943 alone im-
ported some 500,000,000 pounds. The Com-
modity Credit Corporation purchased the
1943 United States clip of 450,000,000 pounds
and the estimated 1944 clip is about the same,
or 450,000,000 pounds.

Adding the 400,000,000 pounds of British
woal in bond, the Defense Plant Corporation
storage stock of 200,000,000, the 900,000,000
1843 and 1944 clip, and the accumulations as
a result of the imports of domestic individ-
uals and manufacturers on a 500,000,000 an-
nual import basis, one can visualize a billion-
pound wool stock pile. Wartime demands
may take 800,000,000 to 900,000,000 pounds
annually, This situation has no doubt re-
sulted in a weakening of the sheep position
in the United States. It may have been a
contributing factor to the reduction of sheep
numbers from January 1, 1042, to January 1,
1944, of some 5,000,000, or from 56,000,000 to

© 51,000,000.

The foreign wool can be bought in Aus-
tralia, have the duty added onto it, and still
be purchased under the United States fixed
price.

The Agricultural Committee had hearings
on the problem and it is hoped that some
workable plan will be evolved without too
much hardship., To date the recommenda-
tions have been: (1) That one agency deal
with the situation and be responsible for dis-
posing of the stock plle in as orderly manner
as is possible; (2) to use some of the stock
pile in lend-lease; (3) use of this wool stock
pile through United Nations relief and re-
habilitation, and furnish goods in lieu of
cash where feasible; (4) by licensing imports
in the future; and (5) by making an accept-
able agreement as to the amounts imported
on an import quota basis the same as we
have on wheat.

The February 1944 farm price of wool var-
fed from 33 cents a pound in Oklahoma to
48 cents a pound in Virginia, Maryland, and
Delaware, with Wisconsin receiving 42 cents
per pound. The February parity price is the
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same as the price received by farmers on a
national average. In February 1944 it was
8914 cents per pound.

From the above one can see the problems
in regard to price adjustments, We need a
constructive approach rather than a de-
structive criticism in meeting many of these
problems. Another example, Oklahoma in
1943 received 34 cents a pound for its wool,
while Virginia received 50 percent more, or
51 cents a pound. It is apparent that ad-
Jjustment for one of these States may not be
satisfactory to the producers in the other
States. Many factors must be taken into
consideration in connection with all agri-
cultural commodities in order to arrive at
and follow a constructive approach in ocur
efforts to make the best contribution to the
war-food program.

SUBSIDIES

Wartime agriculture could not be consid-
ered without a few remarks about subsidies.
From 1925 to 1840, regardless of party, there
were plans put in operation to lift or raise
agricultural prices. Many devices were put
into effect. However, in 1939, after these
many years of adjustments, we had wheat
at 64 cents, b-cent hogs, 6 months of 11-
cent cheese and other prices that were not
fixed, correspondingly low. Wisconsin in
1939 had the largest number and the high-
est percentage of foreclosures ever foreclosed
in the history of the Federal land bank.

Now we have a program to hold prices
down. It was difficult to raise these prices,
as you well know, and 1t has been difi-
cult and will continue to be difficult to hold
prices down and still obtain high production
totals. One fact is disturbing as well as con-
fusing. It is, How can administration spokes-
men advocate roll-back food subsidies in the
face of the highest individual and national
incomes in our history? If agricultural
parity is worth consideration in any sense
of the word how can administration spokes-
men publicly admit that our citizens cannot
pay their grocery bills when food prices are
parity or the goal?

Since this subsidy issue has been under
consideration for a year, it would take hours
to discuss it from all angles. First of all,
it isn't a question of subsidy or no subsidy.
No responsible voice has been ralsed against
subsidies resulting from an effort to increase
food production. No volce has been ralsed
against providing funds needed to support
the support prices. The arguments arise as
to subsidies to increase production and the
roll-back or consumer subsidies.

THE POTATO SUBSIDY

Take the potato program as an example.
The parity price of potatoes for 1943 was
$1.16 per bushel. The February 1844 parity
price is $1.22 a bushel. A support price of
90-plus cents a bushel was placed on pota-
toes in Wisconsin last year. The floor at the
present time should be $1.09 per bushel,
which Is 90 percent of the present parity
price.

Due to the weather, the patriotic desire to
produce and other factors, we had in 1943 a
461,000,000-bushel crop with an average pro-
duction of 139 bushels to the acre. This
crop was grown on a less number of acres
than the acreage of many previous years.
Also, some years the national average pro-
duction has been under 100 bushels per acre.

Potatoes are selling in eastern cities at
3 to 4 cents a pound, This indicates the

" spread which is greater than the producer

receives. In supporting the support price a
large loss 1s being entailed by the Commodity
Credit Corporation. The new southern crop
is adding to this embarrassment. No one
knows exactly how much the subsidy will be
but for this example let us use twenty mil-
lion. Here is a subsidy as a result of sup-
porting the support price which support price
was 90 cents-plus per bushel or 26 cents per
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bushel below the parity price for 1943. Who
pays this $20,000,000 subsidy? The answer
s, as you know, the general public in this
and future generations.

With all respect, I would like to ask anyone
in this college at whose feet I worshipped,
or anyone else for that matter, to tell us why
in the name of fairness and cormmon sense
one should advocate a roll-back or consumer
subsidy to the potato consumers of this coun-
try? Before anyone answers though, I want
him to take two facts into consideration—
first, the fact that the producer received 26
cents per -bushel less than parity price for
producing the potatoes because, due to the
large crop the support price became the ceil-
ing price and the market price as well, and,
secondly, the fact that the producer will be
called upon to pay his share of the $20,000,000
used to support the support price.

Potatoes are being distributed free to low-
income groups at this time. This is justified,
but why should future generations be asked
to pay the potato bill of high-income people?

THE WHEAT SUBSIDY

Let us analyze the wheat situation briefly.
The United States was, formerly, a great
wheat-exporting Nation and exported up to
30 percent of the national production. We
gradually lost this export market until in
1940 we exported only 3 percent of our na-
tlonal production and pald an export subsidy
of 25 to 30 cents per bushel to dispose of it.
‘We paid millions per year and nearly a billion
in total during the past 10 years tg control
the wheat production, though we imported
more wheat than we exported in 2 years dur-
ing this time of large payments for control-
ling the domestic production. In 1830 there
was a 42-cent-bushel duty put into effect. In
1940, by agreement, a quota arrangement was
made whereby only 800,000 bushels of wheat
can be imported annually. This Is prac-
tically an embargo when considered in the
light of our annual domestic production of
seven hundred to nine hundred and fifty
million bushels. Up until April 1943, we were
still paying 25 to 80 cents per bushel export
subsidy. The same month the Commodity
Credit Corporation started subsldizing im-
ports of wheat for feed purposes. Recently
they announced a $125,000,000-subsidy to the
millers, which is supposed to be a consumer’
subsidy in order to hold down the price of
bread. If the embargo were lifted millions
of bushels of wheat would enter our country
even with the 42-cent-per-bushel duty. If
there is anyone that believes in this roll-
back subsidy, I would like to ask him just
one question: It is:

Since a commodity has the protection of
a duty of 42 cents per bushel, and since a
near embargo has been put into effect to
implement the benefits of the 42-cents-per-
bushel duty, can you justify a 125,000,000
bread subsidy without giving your approval
to the Smoot-Hawley Tariff Act, with the
added protection of the near embargo? I
say in all frankness, who wants to take a bite
out of that one and try to justify the $125,~
000,000 subsidy now going to the millers,
though supposed to go to bread consumers?
Do you wish to be in & position of advocating
a consumer subsidy for bread under these
conditions?

You ask, How about the lower-income group
who pay such a larger percentage of their
income for food in comparison to the higher-
income groups? The proposal to meet this
problem was the Aiken-La Follette-Herter
bill that would have provided the lower- and
fixed-income groups with a fair fixed food
cost. This had rather weak W. F. A. support,
and could not be passed by its sponsors. It
appeared to me that a majority of the Mem-
bers of Congress were favorable to this legis-
lation. There should not be any stigma at-
tached to such a food subsidy as long as Fed-
eral employees receiving $10,000 to $15,000 a
Yyear accept the $628.32 cost of living bonus
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under the guise of overtime was passed and
was so gleefully accepted even by the very
men whose purported task was to fight in-
flation.

This cost-of-living overtime pay increase
to Government employees was passed with
the implied understanding that the number
of nonwar civillan employees was to be re-
duced.

There is one outstanding fact that seems
more apparent each day, and that is that
the only time we hear about infilation is
when the low income groups are involved or
when the American farmer is in the picture.
Otherwise it apparently isn't very disturbing.
Eight cents per hour to the railroad meén
would cause inflation although one-third of
them receive 67 cents per hour or less, and
later after much unnecessary criticism it
wasn't, A 5 cents per bushel advance in the
price of corn would cause inflation but later
P cents per bushel wouldn't.

We have current surpluses of potatoes and
wool and could quickly have a surplus of
wheat. We have thousands of acres of good
onion land not producing onions although
there is a shortage of onlons. Why? We
have sufficient land to have a surplus of all
these crops and could have the same surplus
we have of potatoes. One reason we haven't
a surplus of all foods is because we haven't
had a meaximum food production program
as yet. We cannot get this maximum do-
mestic production if we continually drain our
farms of manpower and if we do not furnish
the necessary machinery to produce it. We
cannot expect to have a maximum food pro-
duction program with too many conflicting
changes, nor can we hope to have one un-
less we have a program that keeps faith bet-
ter with the producer. i

There are many complicating features In
connection with any program that could be
suggested. For example, is it logical to give
South Carolina dairymen 30 cents a hundred-
weight more as feed payments than is given
Ilinois dairymen when the February fixed
price in South Carolina was $1.10 a hundred-
welght more in South Carolina than in Illi-
nois and especially when cottonseed mea)
is $10 a ton less in South Carolina than in
Illinois? These are Government fixed prices
and indicate the factors that must be con-
sidered. You can readily see why Mr. Walter
Katterhenry our State A. A. A. chalrman,
when he was in Washington a couple of weeks
ago, was interested in advocating a feed pay-
ment program that went right straight across
the board.

Sometimes in my more irritated moments
I think that they muddy the waters just so
that they can get the credit for purifying
the stream.

CONCLUSION

These are serlous days. Congress has ap-
propriated every dollar and given every power
to most effectively carry on this war. The
future with an expected $300,000,000,000 na-
tional debt requires the conscientious study
and the constructive approach of every Amer-
fcan. The farms of the United States on Jan-
uary 1, 1940, had a value of only $35,000,000,~
000. However, the old saying that every cloud
has a silver lining is no doubt as true today
as ever,

I shall not take a defeatist attitude toward
the future. Everyone realizes that in our
country there is still elbow room. When peo-
ple have elbow room the problems of gov-
ernment are easier to solve. We have mil-
lons of acres of land in our country to be
drained; we have other millions of acres that
will show increases in production by follow=-
ing approved farm practices now known; we
have millions of acres still to be irrigated;
we have millions of acres in the United
States to be developed, for new crops for
new uses such as drug plants., The 30 to 50
percent increase in production of many food
products during this war ls conclusive evi-
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dence of the fact that the food production
of cur Nation could be doubled if all idle
acres were put to work and if the consump-
tlon demands would justify the expangion.

We are now seeing a greater appreciation
of trees as a crop. Evidently, the use of
wood or pulp is going to take a larger place
in the feed, plastic, and fiber economies of
the future. Millions of acres are adapted
to this wood and pulp crop and I personally
expect to see a keener appreciation of the
possibilities in wood and pulp production
as its uses multiply in number. Apparently,
it Is soon to be considered the same as other
farm crops.

SBacondly, when you realize the scientific
discoveries that have taken place during this
generation who are we to say that our sons
and daughters will not come forward with
additional scientifie discoveries for the well-
being and the welfare of the human race?
In agriculture alone in our own State we
have the Babeock, Russell, Hart, Farrington,
and Steenbeck discoveries as well as their
followers carrying on in their footsteps. We
have the manufacture of urea—now being
used for plastics—where the nitrogen of the
alr is combined with gases of the coke oven
to make urea that is being used as a source
of protein in livestock feed. We can plc-
ture sawdust piles transformed into dextrose
stock piles or into alecohol or into rubber
without having anyone guestion our sanity.

Many of you here at this great institution
are in a much better position than I am to
ges the expanded opportunities for science
to make in its forward march for the welfare
of all mankind.

Thirdly, education contributes to making
men free. Though some States like Towa and
Oregon have only 4 or 5 percent illiteracy,
other States have over 30 percent illiteracy.
Wisconsin has 9 percent. Our national in-
terest will require at least a grammar-school
education for every child in America. Social
progress goes hand in hand with education.
For example, it takes an educated country to
have wage-and-hour legislation. The Wages
and Hours Act with its maximum hours and
minimum wage has the universal approval of
our country. A permanent support-price
program to agriculture could afford another
large group of our society advantages coms-
parable to the benefits of the wage-and-hour
legislation to-labor. These support prices
could net be too high or embarrassing stock
piles would accumulate, and we must keep in
mind that the Wages and Hours Act does not
provide a man a job elthei. My contacts with
labor lead me to believe that they are most
interested in a permanent job at a fair wage
level. My observations in agriculture con-
vince me that farmers are more interested in
a continued fair price than they are in the
feast and famine prices which they have been
forced many times to accept. A farmers’ co-
operative gives the producer a bargaining
agency and an approach to collective bar-
gaining. This is comparable to the collective
bargaining of a labor union. Thus more at-
tention to security of the individual and the
family is in the picture for every individual
and for every group. However, the Individual
may take a more constructive interest in his
own security and also the family he has the
responsibility to protect. Such processes can
only be successful in a country where educa-
tlon is the rule rather than the ezception.

Finally—and the most Important—I wish
to call your attention to the fact that after
the war we will have had some twelve to
fifteen million men and women who have
been in the war. From your acquaintance
with the Civil War, the Spanish-American
War and World War No. 1 veterans you know
that these millions will come home with a
patriotism and love of country that will not
only be a part of them during their lifetime
but will carry on to their children and their
children’s children. We should have confi-
dence in their leadership. With this confi-
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dence we can look forward to the future of
our country regardless of any obstacles that
may appear,

In conclusion, may I agaih express my ap-
preciation of having beén able to be with you.
I appreciate the opportunity. I have made
every effort as a Member of Congress to be a
credit not only to my family, but also a credit
to this great institution to which I owe so
much, and to its professors, whom I still
hold in such high esteem.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield 2% minutes to the gentle-
man from Indiana [Mr. GiLLIE].

Mr, GILLIE. Mr. Chairman, the re-
classification of doctors of veterinary
medicine in the fiéld services of the Bu-
reau of Animal Industry and the Meat

* Inspection Division as authorized by the

Classification Act of 1923 as amended has
been completed and the War Food Ad-
ministration and the Department of Ag-
riculture have requested Congress to ap-
propriate sufficient increases in the ap-
propriations for the prevention, control,
and eradication of animal diseases and
for meat inspection for the payment of
employees in these essential field serv-
ices in accordance with the reclassifica-
tion. These increases were requested
after thorough study and consideration of
the previous salary status of these serv-
ices as compared with other groups in
Government employ performing duties of
like difficulty and responsibility and has
the approval of the Civil Service Com-
mission and the Director of the Budget.

The added compensation planned for
these services would not give them a pre-
ferred position among Federal em-
ployees. It would merely give to them
the same opportunities for advancement
in pay, corresponding to the performance
of tasks requiring special skill, that are
afforded to others. As an example of
this, I am informed that, although among
other professional groups in the Depart-
ment only 21.2 percent are in the he-
ginning grade, 61.5 percent of the doctors
of veterinary medicine are in this grade.
Under the Classification Act of 1923 as
amended, it is provided that employees
should progress to the next grade, the
regular “operating” grade, after satis-
factory service in the beginning or
“training grade.” The proposal of the
Department is to advance these employ-
ees in accordance with this principle. Be-
cause of a lack of funds to earry out the
provisions of the Classification Act, 299
doctors of veterinary medicine have been
in the beginning grade from 5 to 10 years;
82 have been in that grade from 3 to 5
years; and 150 have been in the begin-
ning grade up to 3 years.

By way of contrast I would like to call
your attention to status of attorneys in
O. P. A, as revealed before the Subcom=
mittee on Appropriations last year. At-
torneys, like veterinarians, are subject to
the provisions of the Classification Act
respecting professional employees. 1
find that only 3.5 percent of the 1,412 at-
torneys were in the beginning grade, and
only 2.5 percent in the next higher grade.
Fully 96 percent received $3,200 or more
per annum, whereas only 10 percent of
veterinarians receive that much. This
contrast becomes more striking when one
considers the many years of experience



2696

which the veterinarians have to their
credit.

It is not as.well known as it should be
that continued vigilance by veterinar-
ians is required to protect food animals
against the ravages of infectious dis-
ease, or that veterinary inspection of
animals before slaughter, and of their
carcasses after slaughter, provide the
only means by which it can be deter-
mined whether meat for food is free
from disease. You may not realize that
the steady flow of cattle, hogs, and sheep
to market is dependent upon the pre-
vention of the spread and the eradication
of animal diseases by veterinarians, and
that the rate of kill by slaughterers in
our meat-packing centers is strictly lim-
ited by the number of veterinarians
furnished by the Meat Inspection Service
to inspect food animals at the fime
slaughtered.

Animal-disease control and meat in-
spection require veterinary skill under
the most trying and adverse conditions,
with long hours of exacting work. The
detection and determination of disease
processes in herds of livestock or in ani-
mals presented for slaughter call for
the application of specialized veterinary
knowledge and sound veterinary judg-
ment. The production and growth of
millions of animals and the acceptance or
rejection of billions of pounds of meat
rest upon the decisions which must be
made daily by the doctors of veterinary
medicine. They must be ready at all
times to back up their decisions with
sound principles of veterinary medicine.

The livestock industry has never had
a greater need for the services of veter-
inarians. to enforce the quarantine laws
and other laws passed for the preven-
tion, eradication, and control of the dis-
eases of farm animals. There are being
sent to slaughter many more millions of
food animals than ever before in our
history. A large percentage of these
animals must be slaughtered under Fed-
eral inspection. Numerous Federal pur-
chasing agencies, such as the Army,
Navy, and Lend-Lease are demanding
more and more meat, all of which
must be federally inspected. In addi-
tion, the demand by civilians for “U. S.
inspected and passed” meats continues
at a high level. The standards of in-
spection that have been developed dur-
ing the past 35 years must be main-
tained. There is no such thing as half-
way or limited veterinary inspection,
The alternative to inspection by skilled
veterinarians and well-trained assistants
is no inspection at all.

No enterprise can long endure which
fails to make provision for replacement
of those who have devoted their lives to
its service, Our veterinary colleges have
for several years past discouraged their
graduates from entering the Federal
service, mainly because of the meager
cpportunities for advancement. Surely
the young men who have devoted 5 years
of college study to acquire the degree of
doctor of veterinary medicine do not
look with favor upon the prospect of re-
maining as long as 10 years in the be-
ginner's grade. It is essential to the
maintenance of these services that the
better type of veterinary college gradu-
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ates and lay assistants may be influenced
to enter the Federal services. They must
some day replace the highly trained em-
ployees of today with long experience in
these services,

These doctors of veterinary medicine
and their lay assistants receive benefits
under the overtime pay bill of last year.
You should realize, however, that the
overtime pay is predicated on the regular
or base pay of the employees. Here is a
group of employees whose base pay is
not on a par with others according to the
provisions of the Classification Act pro-
vided by the Congress. They cannot
have full enjoyment of the overtime pro-
visions until their base pay is put on a
level with other Federal employees doing
equal work. The proposed reclassifica-
tion is designed to accomplish this.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Chair-
man, I ask unanimous consent that my
colleague the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts [Mr, WIGGLESWORTH] may ex-
tend the remarks he made previously this
afternoon and include an editorial and
certain letiers and telegrams.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection,
it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr, Chair-
man, at this time I yield 4 minutes to the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Rowel,

Mr. ROWE. Mr, Chairman, the mat-
ter has come to my attention in an at-
tempt to distribute certain publications
that are made available to Members of
the House for their respective constitu-
ents, of the apparent inequity with
which they are allotted or allocated to
the Members. I believe I represent at
least the third or fourth largest congres-
sional district in the United States in
population. In my attempt to obtain
certain publications that are made avail-
able to the Members of this House in-
tended ultimately as a public good this
apparent inequity became obvious to me.
I refer particularly to a little book put
out by the Marine Corps, known as Our
Flag. That book, I am sure, was never
intended that Congressmen should have
in unlimited numbers without regard for
other Members as a matter of possession.
The Congressman is merely the office or
facility whereby books and pamphlets
such as this are distributed through the
schools and to different people, so that
the knowledge thereby disseminated will
result ultimately in some benefit to the
whole country. There are congressional
districts which Members represent in
this body, with a population around a
quarter of a million, and in many in-
stances even less than that. There are
other congressional districts in which
the population runs up to nearly a mil-
lion,

It is not difficult to see the obvious in-
justice of allocating to a Member who has
one hundred and fifty thousand or two
hundred thousand the same number of
these books or editions as is allocated to
a Member who has a million, if the intent
was to have that publication equitably
distributed among the people.

I do not know what is to be done to se-
cure the proper distribution of this ma-
terial, but I would like to see a rule put
into effect in this House providing that
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the distribution would be made on the
basis of the last Federal census. If the
publication is intended for the public,
and the Representative in Congress is
the facility whereby the public is to ob-
tain different pamphlets, it seems to me
they should be distributed according to
the population of the congressional dis-
tricts as evenly as possible.
Iencountered this rather embarrassing
situation: The most populated city of my
district has 37,500 school children alone.
In my attempt to get some of these books,
Our Flag, to be distributed for the benefit
of knowledge that might be inculcated in
the minds of the school children concern-
ing our great flag and its worth which
they should come to know and appreciate,
I find T can only make partial distribu-
tion within limited grades. If I do that
it will probably result in criticism of me
because I have not impartially distribut-

ed them because of limited numbers.

I have to forego distribution of any of
them in order that there will not be any
partiality shown. I am limited, accord-
ing to a letter received from Lieutenant
General Vandegrift, to 10,000 of these
books, yet there are nearly 800,000 people
in my congressional district and 52,000
school children in 1 of 5 cities.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen-
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Rowsl has ex-
pired.

All time has expired. The Clerk will
read,

The Clerk read as follows:
OFFICE OF SERGEANT AT ARMS AND DOORKEEPER

Salaries: Sergeant at Arms and Doorkeeper,
$8,000; 2 secretaries (1 for the majority and
1 for the minority), at $5,400 each and §1,500
additional each so long as the respective po-
sitions are held by the present respective
incumbents; 2 assistant secretaries (1 for the
majority and 1 for the minority), at £4,320
each and §480 additional each so long as the
respective positions are held by the present
respective incumbents; Deputy Sergeant at
Arms and storekeeper, 84,800 and $1,000 addi-
tional so long as the position is held by the
present incumbent; clerks—1, $3,300; 1,
$3,120; 1, $2,200; 1, £2,120; and 1, $1,800; 1 to
the secretary for the majority $2,280 and $120
additional so long as the position is held by
the present incumbent; 1 to the secretary for
the minority, $2,280 and $120 additlonal so
long as the position is held by the present
incumbent; assistant doorkeeper, $2,800:
messengers—3 (acting as assistant doorkeep-
ers) at §2,400 each; 1 at 81,740 and $260 ad-
ditional so long as the position is held by the
present incumbent; 20 (including 4 for
minority) at $1,740 each; 4 at $1;620 each;
1 at card door, $2,640, and $240 additional so
long as “he position is held by the present
incumbent; clerk on Journal work for Cown-
GRESSIOAL RECORD to be selected by the Official
Reporters, $3,360; cabinetmakers—chief,
$2,780; 1, $2,300; 1, £2,040; fiuisher, $2,300; up-
holsterer, $2,040; janitor, $2,400 and $300 ad-
ditional 8o long as the position is held by the
present incumbent; 5 skilled laborers, 1,680
each; laborer in charge of private passage,
$1,740 and $120 additional .o long as the po-
istion is held by the present incumbent: 4
female attendants in charge of ladies’ retir-
Ing rooms, at $1,600 each; 3 female attend-
ants In charge of ladies’ retiring rooms, Sen-
ate Office Building, at 1,500 each; telephone
operators—chief $2,460 and $280 additional
s0 long as the position is held by the present
incumbent; 14 at 81,620 each; laborer in
charge of Senate tollet rooms in old library
space, $1,200; press gallery—superintendent,
$3,660; assistant superintendent, $3,000; as-
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sistant superintendent, £1,920; messengers
for service to press correspondents—2 at
$1,660 each, 2 at $1,440 each; radio press
gallery—superintendent, #£3,000; assistant
superintendent, $1,960; laborers—3 at £1,380
each, 28 at $1,260 each, 3 at $480 each; spe-
cial employees—T at $1,000 each; 21 pages for
the Senate Chamber, at the rate of $4 per day
each, during the session, $15,204; in all,
$273,044.

Mr. BENDER. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last word, end I ask
unanimous consent to revise and extend
my remarks.

The CHAIRMAN.
it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. BENDER. You know it is almost
sacrilegious for any of us today to talk
about our discomforts here when we con-
sider what our boys are suffering on the
various battle fronts, Last evening I
heard Eddie Rickenbacker tell of his ex-
periences and the experiences of our
nrmed forces throughout the world. If
was one of the most amazing revelations
that I had heard. The thing that
amazes me is how little the people back
home know about what is happening
everywhere throughout the world to our
men in the armed forces, what difficul-
ties they are enduring, and how compla-
cent we are in face of it.

Being mindful of the foregoing, I hope
my colleagues will forgive me if I reopen
a matter which I am sure causes us some
degree of discomfort. I am still hopeful
that an effective remedy will be found
for ridding these office buildings of the
cockroaches which infest them, and
which you will admit are a nuisance at
times. I might suggest that instead of
our having to keep cockroach pills
strewn around our offices something be
done about it, starting with the base-
ment floors. !

This is the time to call attention to
this problem, when we appropriate
money for cleaning purposes.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last two words,

Mr. Chairman, I shall not do so now,
but I am greatly tempted to offer an
amendment to the appropriate clause
of the bill to increase the salaries of the
Members of this body to $15,000 a year.
It is high time somebody started the
ball rolling in that regard; and I make
the pledge here and now that when the
next appropriation bill comes along for
the legislative branch I shall have the
temerity, if I may use that word, to
offer an amendment to increase our
compensation. Ours is the only case
where there is a successful ceiling on
salaries, despite the fact that the cost
of living has gone up tremendously.
Superimposed upon the expenses which
we, for example, from the State of New
York have to pay, is a State income tax
at a very high rate; and if anyone hap-
pens to be so unfortunate as to have
fixed charges that he must regularly
meet he is in a deplorable state indeed.
I refer to fixed charges such as interest
on mortgages on homes or farms or on
business properties, fixed rental charges,
the payment of interest, and reductions
of principle on indebtedners, insurance
premiums.

Without objection,
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Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield for a simple question?

Mr. CELLER. I yield.

Mr, WHITE. Does the gentleman ap-
preciate the fact that this Congress has
raised the salaries of all Federal em-
ployees more than enough to offset the
increased income tax, but has made no
increase whatsoever in the salaries of the
Members?

Mr. CELLER. I thank the gentleman
for his contribution.

Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. CELLER. I yield.

Mr. HANCOCK. I wish to call the
gentleman’s attention to the fact that
since Tom Dewey has been Governor of
New York our New York State income
tax has been reduced 25 percent. F

Mr. CELLER. That is due in part to
the fact that we have stood in the ros-
trum here and others have stood in the
rostrum of the New York State Legisla~
ture and said in no uncertain language to
that gentleman that he must reduce the
income tax because of the vast amount of
surplus we have in New York State. I
would that he reduce the income tax to
an even greater degree. 4

Mr. HANCOCK. Yes; but does the
gentleman recall any Governor in recent
years who has left a surplus?

Mr. CELLER, Accrediting the State
income-tax reduction to Governor Dewey
is ignoring the actual factors that were
in the main responsible for such deduc-
tion. It is quite apparent that the Gov-
ernor of the State of New York is no
financial expert. Certainly, the decrease
was due to nothing he contributed, either
by word or deed. He had no choice in
the matter. The prosperity of New York
is not of his making; rather it is of the
period through which we are now pass-
ing. He may have social grace and
charm, but he is no more a cial ex-
pert than he is a constitutional law ex-
pert. Witness his castigation of our
great Commander in Chief on the matter
of a Federal ballot for our armed forces,
and his deeming such ballot unconstitu-
tional, He probably never heard of the
First and Second War Power Acts which
gives almost supreme powers to the Pres-
ident and amply justifies a soldiers’ vote
bill federally controlled. Our work in
this chamber and outside this chamber,
too, as the Members realize, has greatly
increased. There is a greater strain on
us, and beyond the peradventure of a
doubt, our medical and dental bills have
greatly increased in the last few years
because of that strain, and I think it is
high time we gave some attention to pay-
ing adequate compensation to ourselves,

I may be called that one who rushes in
where angels fear to tread for making
this statement, and I may be severely
criticized for it at home, My opponent
in-the next election may seize avidly upon
what I say here this afternoon as being
what he calls 2 good campaign missile
against me. I care not, Mr. Chairman.
I am sure the good people of my district,
when they view the work I have done
over the years—for almost 22 years—will
realize that I am speaking fruly and
adequately, and if T may be so0 bold as to
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say so, wisely, with reference to what we
so thoroughly deserve, namely, an in-
crease to at least $15,000 in salary.

The Clerk read as follows:

Balaries: Seven official reporters of the pro-
ceedings and debates of the House at 87,50C
each; clerk, $4,000; assistant clerk, £2,000;
gix expert transcribers at $2,000 each; in all
$70,600.

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut. Mr.
Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word.

Mr. Chairman, about 2 weeks ago 1
discussed on the floor the workings and
operations of the War Manpower Com-
mission as it relates to my own congres-
sional district. I said at that time that
the regulations and orders of the War
Manpower Commission were, in my
humble opinion, retarding the war pro-
duction program in that area. The
truth of this statement is available in
my office. I turned the data I had in
my possession over to the Smith com-
mittee and have received the assurance
of the distinguished gentleman from
Virginia, Congressman SmitH, that just
as soon as they complete an investiga-
tion they are now conducting they will
look into this situation. I thought,
however, that Members of the House
might be interested in a small part of
the report made by the secretary of the
Hartford County Manufacturers’ Asscci-
ation on March 14. I have in my hand
here a rather interesting chart showing
both the man-hours and the number of
employees employed in that area from
August 1939 to 1944. The number of
employees has gone up from 59,000 in
1939 to 135,000 as of January 1, 1944.
It is rather interesting to note that
each year, in fact each month, from
September 1939 to date, or in reality
up to February 1, 1943, the number of
man-hours and the number of employvees
increased. At that point the War Man-
power Commission came into the picture
with their restrictive regulations. It is
enlightening to note that each month of
the year 1943 up to March 1, 1944, the
trend has been downward from a high
of 245 percent to 212 percent of normal.
As a further indication that their regu-
lations are retarding progress I want,
to quote from this report of the manu-
facturers’ association.

A company, which through its own
representatives solicited housewives in
the immediate vicinity of the factory,
discovered 46 who were willing, because
of the proximity of their homes, to enter

into a contract of employment which

would enable them to put in a full day,
after they had bundled their children
off to school before 8 in the morning,
until they get home to receive them, just
before 5.

The United States Employment Sery-
ice and the Manpower Commission re-
fused to issue certificates of availability
to these women to work in that specific

* factory. The result—they are not work-

ing.

A company which because of cut-back
in contract, released a large number of .
its employees is faced now with a charge
of unemployment insurance for 27 of
them who refused work in companies
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where they believed their talents could
not be used, or for personal reason, or
where the distance from home was great
enough to offer a hardship. They obvi-
ously are walking the streets of Hart-
ford, because the State unemployment
commission has granted them compen-
sation.

It certainly is ridiculous in an area de-
clared by the War Manpower Commis-
sion as a group 1 critical labor scarcity
area that hundreds of people are draw-
ing unemployment compensation. It
does not make sense and I am hopeful
that I can convince the House Military
Affairs Committee or the chairman of
that committee that there are various
phases of this program that merit the
attention of that committee.

In the columns of the Hartford Times, |

under date of March 7, an employer,
given permission to advertise, states that
he curtailed a 3-day advertisement in 2
days because he was able to recruit in
Hartford, 25 people—the sum total that
he needed, who were idle. The manu-
facturer involved is quoted as saying that
some of the applicants who responded
had been hanging around the United
States Employment Service a couple of
afternoons for hours at the time and
they carried their registration cards from
the Employment Office to prove it.

Another plant, where cut-backs per-
mitted a release of 179 persons, discov-
ered through investigation that 77 of
them after a month’s time, are not em-
ployed in any . factory in Hartford
County.

Thirty-seven women, recruited from
homes in the immediate vicinity of an in-
dustrial plant for part-time work—the
designation of part time, by the United
States Employment Service, is 30 hours
or less per week—after acquiring a
greater knowledge of their duties, re-
quested the company to put them on full-
shift operation. The blanket request by
the company, so the workers could make
more money and increase production,
was refused by the United States Em-
ployinent Service—on the grounds that if
they were full-time workers, they would
have to be discharged, receive certificates
of availability, and be sent to so-called
more critical industries. These are ac-
tual cases. How many similar situations
exist, or the number of persons they
would include must of course be de-
veloped.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 106. This title may be cited as the
“Legislative Branch Appropriation Act, 1945."

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent to return to page 19,
committee employees, in order to offer an
amendment to that section.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Idaho [Mr, WHITE]?

There was no objection.

Mr. WHITE. Mr, Chairman, I cffer an
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s
desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 19, line 4, after the word “clerk”, strike
ong “$2,760" and insert “$3.300."
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Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, this has
to do with the work of one of the most
important committees of the House, the
Committee on Irrigation and Reclama-
tion, of which I have the honor and the
responsibility of being chairman.

This committee is charged with a tre-
mendous amount of work, We have to
deal with legislation affecting all the pol-
jcies of reclamation throughout the
whole of -the United States and partic-
ularly the Northwest. We have to deal
with authorizations involving irrigation
projects, we have to deal with all legis-
lation affecting those projects, we have
to deal with the policies of the Govern-
ment in the development of this coun-
try, we have to search out the provisions
of the laws and know their application
in connection with the formation of
these projects and their effect and bear-
ing on the rights of the Federal Govern-
ment and the constitutional rights of our
States.

I submit that the paltry salary of
$2,700 which is paid at the present time
to the clerk of our committee, which
has a membership of some 22 Members
of this House, is not adequate pay for
such clerk and, in my opinion, it is time
that we give a salary that will bring to
the service of that committee a clerk
equipped with the necessary qualifica-
tions to study the laws, do the research
work that is necessary, and handle the
business of our Members so that we may
adequately protect the interests of the
Government and the water users on the
lands throughout the country. Here we
have a $2,700 clerk for the Congress and
the pecple we represent to deal with a
whole set of executive and administra-
tive officials in the departments who get
three times that salary with much less
to do.

Mr. PLOESER. Will the gentleman

_ yield?

Mr. WHITE. I yield to the gentleman
from Missouri.

Mr. FLOESER. The gentleman real-
izes, of course, that such an authoriza-
tion should come from the Committee
on Accounts? It does not originate with
the Appropriations Committee.

Mr. WHITE. I may say to the gentle-
man that an authorization coming di-
rect from the House would have just as
much weight as coming from any minor-
ity committee. I am submitting this to

.the Congress in order to bring the Com-

mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation
in line with a lot of the other committess
of the House. Our committee is in the
lowest brackets. The clerks to the main
committees get a much higher salary and
they have more clerks. This committee
is doing a fine work, yet its clerk is on
the lowest scale of all the committees
and for that reason I am taking the
opportunity at the present time to ask
the House in the case of this particular
committee to give a sufficient amount of
remuneration so that the committee can
bring to its assistance a qualified clerk
to do the work that it is required to do
and handle it in a way that will be a
credit to the House and to the country.

Mr, Chairman, I submit this is an im-
portant amendment and I ask for its
support by the Members of the House.

" MARCH 16

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Idaho.

Mr. Chairman, there are over 2,000
employees here and every year the com-
mittee and individual Members of the
Congress are importuned by hundreds
of people to change their salaries. We
are asked to change this salary, and that
salary, we are told that this man is not
getting what he should get and that the
other fellow should get more. The only
way to handle the situation is to have
the matter thoroughly considered by the
fine Chairman of the Committee on Ac-
counts, which is the legislative commit-
tee for this Appropriations Subcommit-
tee. That committee goes into those
matters carefully., If it recommends an
increase to us the chances are it will be
in the bill but you cannot on the floor
of the House adjust all the salaries and
do justice to all the employees deserving
of consideration, because if you give it
to one, there may be 10 others who are
as much justified in getting an increase.
Therefore, this should be done by an in-
dependent investigation and that is the
way it is handled by the Committee on
Accourts. I trust the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Idaho [Mr.
‘WhaITE] Will be defeated.

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. O'NEAL. I yield to the gentle-
man from Missouri.

Mr. COCHRAN. Just to keep the rec-
ord straight, I will say to the gentleman
from Idaho that half of the committees
of the House today are paying their
clerks $2,760. That includes the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency, the
Committee on the Merchant Marine and
Fisheries, the Committee on Insular Af-
fairs, the Committee on Coinage,
‘Weights and Measures, and other com-
mittees.

If you are going to do that for one
committee you are going to upset the
applecart. >

The Committee on Accounts has had
a special committee trying to work out
some method to satisfy some of those
who have been complaining over a long
period.

Mr. O'NEAL. 1 will say to the gentle-
man that they also get their additional
15 percent in lieu of war overtime,

Mr. WHITE. The gentleman knows
there are many secretaries in Congress
and in cther offices that are getting paid
far iu excess of the amount authorized
by law.

Mr. O'NEAL. 1 will say to the gentle-
mar there may be inequalities all the
way through, but I say it ought to be
done by the proper committee and not
on the floor because some Member is
particularly interested in some one per-
son.

Mr. WHITE. The gentleman knows
that by law the Congress can pay up to -
$3,900 a year for one secretary.

Mr, O'NEAL. Yes; I know that.

Mr. WHITE. Many of them are do-
ing it, but we are bound, we cannot do
a thing with $2,700.

The CHAIRMAN. The guestion is on
the amendment ofiered by the gentle-
man firom Idaho [Mr. WaIrgl.
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The question was taken; and on a di-
vision (demanded by Mr. WxITE) there
were—ayes 3, noes 56.

So the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 301. No part of any appropriation con-
talned in this act shall be used to pay the
salary or wages of any person who advocates,
or who is a member of an organization that
advocates, the overthrow of the Government
of the United States by force or violence:
Provided, That for the purposes hereof an af-
fidavit shall be considered prima facle evi-
dence that the person making the afidavit
does not advocate, and is not a member of an
organization that advocates the overthrow
of the Government of the United States
by force or violence: Provided further, That
any person who advocates or who is a mem-
ber of an organization that advocates, the
overthrow of the Government of the United
Btates by force or viclence and accepts em-
ployment, the salary or wages for which are
paid from any appropriation contained in
this act, shall be guilty of a felony and, upon
conviction, shall be fined not more than
$1,000 or imprisoned for not more than 1
year, or both: Provided jurther, That the
above penalty clause shall be in addition to,
and not in substitution for, any other pro-
visions of existing law.

Mr. SNYDER, Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last word,

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that
some of us are not convinced that the
men who dig the coal in this country
should have portal-to-portal pay, the
coal miners, in other words. I think that
some people do not understand what
“portal to portal” means.

May I call your attention to it in this
light? I happen to live about 13 miles
from a plumber. If a washer goes bad
in my sink I have to get this plumber«to
come from the other town. He starts
out at 9 o’clock on Sunday morning. He
takes his helper with him. He gets $1.50
an hour, and the helper gets 90 cents an
hour. They get out in the sun and drive
down to my place and go in and look it
over. It takes 20 minutes to put on a
washer. Then they drive back the 13
miles, and when they get back they look
at the clock and they find that it took
them 3 hours, they charge me $9.82 for
that trip, for 20 minutes’ work.

The miner goes to the pit mouth, or
the shaft, and he may have fo go in 1
mile, 2 miles, 3, 4, or 5 miles, and some
think he ought not to be paid for going in
there to the place where he is going to
actually start to dig, as it were, or use
his machine.. I say he should be paid
from the time he enters the pit mouth
till he comes out.

I am not kicking about the plumber
being paid, That is perfectly all right
with me. I am just trying to draw a
comparison, that, if the plumber is paid,
why should not the miner be paid when
he starts into that pit mouth, especially
in these days when all the care in the
world cannot be taken, the mines are
many times cold and dreary and slushy
and sleeting, electric wires are liable
to be hanging loose some place and bad
conditions prevail, yes he takes his life
in his hands. Sometimes they go in
only half a mile, some placés 2 miles, 3
miles, and in my district, up to 5 miles.

I think it is altogether humane that
coal miners should be paid portal-to-
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portal pay from the time they step into
the mouth of the pit or the top of the
shaft when they start down till they
come back to the same place.

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. SNYDER, I yield.

Mr. WRIGHT. I am glad to hear the
gentleman saying something on behalf of
the work of the coal miners.

Mr. SNYDER. I have said quite a bit
in the last 12 years for them.

Mr. WRIGHT. Iknow the genfleman
has. He is a friend of the miners and
has spoken in their behalf.

May I remark also that, as the gentle-
man knows, the occupation of coal-min-
ing is difficult, dangerous, and requires
a lot of skill, and the compensation which
the miner gets, contrasted with the wages
in other industries, has always seemed
to me to be out of line with the type of
work he has to do. I certainly feel that
when they ask for more money they have
not been unreasonable in doing so.

Mr, SNYDER. I said 3 months ago
that they should have an increase, I
did not know the scale of wages and
did not know what the increase should
be, but they should have had a liberal
increase at that time. .

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. SNYDER. I gladly yield to my
friend from Kansas.

Mr, STEFAN. I come from a country
where we do not mine coal. We have
to buy it and burn it for heat. I have
visited coal mines. I agree with the
gentleman, I have seen those miners
come to work in the evening or in the
morning. They report fo the office and
they get aboard these cars and are
shunted into the pit. I think it is
reasonable that they should be given
portal-to-portal pay.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania has ex-
pired

The Clerk read as follows:

Printing and binding: For printing and
binding for the administrative office and
courts of the United States, $89,000.

Mr. POULSON. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike out the last word, and ask
unanimous consent to speak out of order.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
California? -

There was no objection.

Mr. POULEON. Mr, Chairman, it is
naturally with a great deal of satisfaction
that I announce to Congress that the
Navy is today starting a preliminary re-
connaissance group to Alaska by air to
ascertain the potentialities of its Oil Re-
serve No. 4, which comprises 35,000
square miles in the northernmost part
of Alaska, I am the only Member who
has advocatec the development of these
great oil prospects, based on all geologi-
cal reports.

The need for the development of new
fields is recognized today to be most
urgent. Thé personnel of this group
comprises the most technical men ex-
perienced in both oil production and
general construction, who are members
of the Seabees, which organization has
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played a great part in this present war,
All of these men have had experience in
the far Arctic regions and the Aleutians,
another place where the Seabecs have
been so instrumental in our success.

It is indeed gratifying to state that the
man heading this expedition is none
other than William T. Foran, who orig-
inally convinced me of the great possi-
bilities in this area, he having been a
member of the geological survey group
of the Government, which made the orig-
inal survey in 1923 and 1924,

The eyes of the world will be on the
findings of this group. They have a log-
ical and practical program outlined and
will proceed on a sound basis, namely
that they will make a survey of all prob-
lems of transportation, housing, pro-
visionary, and general working condi-
tions, in addition to obtaining further
geological findings. In other words, this
time we will not be drilling wells, build-
ing pipe lines and refineries until we have
these preliminary findings.

I am herewith quoting a Navy re-
lease: “

The departure for Alaska of a reconnais=
sance engineering group marks the beginning
of an exploratory program by Navy to deter=
mine the ultimate usefulness of Naval Pe=
troleum Heserve No. 4 at Point Barrow.

Little is known as to the potentialities of
this area of 35,000 square miles at the north-
ernmost tip of Alaska except that oil seep-
ages have been found in several places, but
the Reﬁer is that it holds large quantities
of oil.

The reconnaissance party will begin at once
preliminary work on the job of ascertain-
ing what the oil resources are. It will study
and report upon problems of transportation,
housing, provisionary, and general working
conditions which will confront geological
parties and drilling crews Wwhich 1t is expected
to send into the reserve later in the spring
and summer. Appropriations ‘are being
sought eurrently to provide for this work.

Alaska has not yet produced much satis-
factory evidence of possessing substantial
quantities of recoverable oil, Beveral pri-
vate companies have carried on explorations
at various places with somewhat disappoint-
ing results but, despite this, the Territory
remains generally regarded as geologically
promising. Development of the fields and
transportation of the oil when produced pre-
sent many problems, and much exploratory
and experimental work will have to be done
before the real petroleum possibilities of the
Territory will be definitely known. It is
frankly expected that much of the drilling
in the Point Barrow reserve will be of a
speculative nature.

Harold Ickes, as Petroleum Administrator
for War, and the Geologleal Survey of the
Department of the Interior have been fully
advised of Navy's exploratory program for
Foint Barrow, Navy expects to take full ad-
vantage of the technlcal abilities and services
available in other Government agencies, and
duplication of effort is to be avoided.

The Alaskan exploration now set in motion
is a part of a broader program which Navy
has formulated for its petroleum reserves
in line with the resurgence of interest In
oil as one of the Nation's key problems. An=
other of Navy's reserves about which rela-
tively little is known is No. 1, located in the
Elk Hills region of California. The only sub=
stantial exploration of this reserve has been
in the shallow oil zone in the eastern end
of the field. The large area to the west and
the deeper Stevens zone are unexplored. The
Navy has plans there, too.
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The Clerk concluded the reading of
the bill.

Mr. O'NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the Committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Aczcordingly the Committee rose; and
the Speaker having resumed the chair,
Mr. RicHArDS, Chairman of the Commit-
tee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union, reported that that Committee
had had under consideration the bill
(H. R. 4414) making appropriations for
_ the legislative branch and for the
judiciary for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1945, and for other purposes, and had
directed him to report the same back to
the House with the recommendation that
it do pass.

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
the previous question is ordered.

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the engrossment and third reading of
the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider laid on the table.

ADJOURNMENT OVER

Mr. McCOEMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that when the
House adjourns today, it adjourn to meet
on Monday next.

The SPEAKER, Is there objection?

There was no chjection.

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. MICHENER: Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 min-
ute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

Mr. MICHENER. Mr, Speaker, I do
this for the purpose of asking the gen=~
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Mc-
Cormack] the program for next week.

Mr. McCORMACK. On Monday there
will be the Consent Calendar, to be fol-
lowed by the rivers and harbors bill. On
Tuesday we will consider the Private
Calendar, to be followed by the rivers
and harbors bill. On Wednesday I ex-
pect the agricultural appropriation bill
will be taken up and remain the order
of business for the remainder of the
week. Of course the conference report
upon the U. N. R. R. A. bill will be taken
up when the Senate disposes of it. If
there is any change in the program, if
any other legislation comes up, other
than by unanimous consent, I shall ad-
vise my friend from Michigan and the
House, in ample time.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, McCORMACEK. Yes.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Will
the gentleman tell us when the U. N.
R. R. A. conference report is likely to
come before the House?

Mr. McCORMACEK. I cannot. As we
have already gone over until Monday,
it surely will not come up until next week
anyway.

RESIGNATION FROM COMMITTEES

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following resignation:

Mr,
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MarcH 15, 1944,
Hon, SAm RAYBURN,
Speaker of the United States
House of Representatives,
Washington, D, C.
My DeAr Mr. SpEaxER: I hereby tender my
resignation as a member of the following
committees of the United States House of
Representatives, to be effective when ac-
cepted: Rivers and Harbors, World War Vet~
erans’ Legislation, Education, Claims, Publie
Buildings and Grounds, District of Columbia,
and Patents.
Yours very truly,
‘WiLLiaM A. ROWAN,
Member of Congress.

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
the resignation will be accepted.
There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. McCORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that my colleague,
the genfleman from Tennessee [Mr.
KEFAUVER], may have unanimous consent
to extend his remarks in the REcorp.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the REecorp, in one
instance and include a short article, and
also to extend my remarks in the Recorp,
and include a statement.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to include certain
excerpts in the extension of my remarks
made in committee this afternoon.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. POULSON. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to revise and extend
my remarks and include a release issued
by me.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. ROWE. Mr. Speaker, I have a
special order today for 30 minutes. I
yield back that time, and ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks in the
RECORD. z

The SPEAKER. 1Is there objection?

There was no objection.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted as follows:

To Mr, FERNANDEZ, for 15 days, on ac-
count of official business.

To Mr. Hocs, for March 20 and 21, on
account of death in family.

SENATE BILLS REFERRED

Bills of the Senate of the following titles
were taken from the Speaker’s table and,
under the rule, referred as follows:

8.1618. An act to amend the acts of August
26, 1935 (49 Stat, 866), May 11, 1938 (52 Stat.
347), June 15, 1938 (52 Stat. 699), and June
25, 1938 (52 Stat. 1205), which authorizes the
appropriation of receipts from certain na-
tional forests for the purchase of lands within
the boundaries of such forests, to provide
that any such receipts not appropriated or
appropriated but not expended or obligated
shall be disposed of in the same manner as
other national-forest receipts, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture.

5.1634. An act to provide for the manage-
ment and operation of naval plantations out-
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side the continental United States; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs.

5.1682. An act to provide for the payment
of compensation to certain claimants for the
taking by the United States of private fishery
rights in Pearl Harbor, Island of Oahu, Terri-
tory of Hawali; to the Committee on Claims.

8.1748. An act to amend the act entitled
“An act to authorize the President of the
United States to requisition property re-
quired for the defense of the United States,”
approved October 16, 1941, as amended, to
continue it in effect; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

5.1749. 'An act to amend section 3 of the
act entitled "An act to authorize the President
to requisition certain articles and materials
for the use of the United States, and for other
purposes,” approved October 10, 1940, as
amended, to continue it in effect; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

ENROLLED BILLS SBIGNED

Mr. KLEIN, from the Committee on
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com-
mittee had examined and found truly
enrolled bills of the House of the follow-
ing titles, which were thereupon signed
by the Speaker:

H.R.929. An act for the relief of Irving
L. Jones;

H. R.1062. An act for the relief of the estate
of John H. Catheart;

H.R.1201. An act to permit prosecutions
after the lapse of a temporary statute for
offenses committed prior to its expiration;

H.R.1273. An act for the relief of the heirs
of Simon M. Myhre;

H.R.1469. An act for the relief of Robert
Beckwith, Julius Buettner, an. Emma M.
Buettner;

H.R. 1488. An act to provide a right-of-way
for an oil pipe line over the Ogden Ordnance
Depot Military Reservation;

H.R. 1518. An act for the rellef of Mrs.
Bessie Pike and Mrs. Estelle Rosenfeld;

# H.R.1847. An act for the relief of the legal

guardian of Richard Zielinski, a minor;

H.R.2091. An act for the relief of Mrs.
Gladys M. Greenleaf and the estate of Ralph
Alton Greenleaf, deceased;

H. R, 2183. An act for the relief of Mathilde
B. Meister;

H. R. 2189, An act for the relief of Eenneth
E. Bhepard;

' H.R.2385. An act for the relief of Nadine
Gorman;

H.R.2419. An act to change the name of
“laborer” in the Postal Service to that of
“mail handler"”;

H.R.2440. An act for the relief of Mrs.
Priscilla B. McCarthy;

H.R. 2459. An act for the relief of the legal
guardian of Carl Oplinger, City Hospital of
Akron, Ohlo, and to Dr. Walter A. Hoyt;

H.R. 2772. An act for the relief of Edwin
Foley;

H.R.2875. An act for the rellef of Adelard
Demers;

H.R.2880. An act for the relief of H. G.
Tooley,

H. R. 2956. An act for the protection of the
water supply of the city of Sitka, Alaska;

H.R.2903. An act for the relief of John
W. Booth III;

H.R.2999. An act for the relief of Leo
Gullo;

H.R.3139. An act for the relief of Henry
Grossi;

H.R.3173. An act for the relief of the legal
guardian of Lorraine Novak, a minor;

H.R.3195. An act for the rellef of Willard
Kerr, Jr.;

H.R.3371. An act for the relief of the de-
pendents of Dr. Arthur B. Wyse, and others;

H.R.3387. An act for the relief of Lt. Col
Jason McVay Austin;
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H. R. 35647, An act for the relief of Carl F.
R. Wilson;

H.R.3618. An act to authorize the War
Food Administrator to sell and convey to
Mrs. Andrew J. Frey, and her heirs, a certain
tract of land, situated in the county of San
Joaquin, State of California, and for other
purposes;

H.R.8701, An act for the relief of Clinton
A. Clauson; and

H.R.3763. An act to relieve former postal
employees who performed postal duties after
induction into the military service.

The SPEAKER announced his signa-
ture to enrolled bills of the Senate of the
following titles:

8. 1285. An act to facllitate voting, in time
of war, by members of the land and naval
forces, members of the merchant marine, and
others, absent from the place of their resi-
dence, and to amend the act of September
16, 1942, and for other purposes; and

8.1589. An act for the relief of C. Guy
Evans, Garland Mineral Springs, Index, Wash.

THE LATE REFPRESENTATIVE
JAMES A, OLEARY

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, it is with
genuine sadness that I announce the
death of our late lamented colleague, Mr.
James A. O'Leary, from the State of New
York. I have known Jim personally, as
we familiarly called him, for a great
many years, and I and others in this
Chamber over the years have learned to
respect and have for him a most affec-
tionate regard. I repeat the words of
Genesis, “Dust thou art, and unto dust
shalt thou return.” Nonetheless, it is in-
deed very sad to note the parting of this
good and loyal friend. If is difficult to
say farewell to one as loyal as he, to one
as sincere. He has gone to that undis-
covered country, from whose bourne no
traveler returns. As I grew to know Jim
I always felt that he followed most re-
ligiously the teachings and admonitions
of the great prophet Micah, who said
that he always loved mercy, did justice,
and walked humbly. Jim by his deeds
and by his words did indeed walk humbly
and he loved mercy and did justice. He
was ever Kkind, benign, and gentle.
Though quiet in demeanor, he had great
stability of character. In his very meek-
ness there was great strength. I would
say that he knew the soft, sad music of
humanity. He never feared death. He
was sick for an undue length of time. He
said to me, “Why fear that which is in-
evitable, and death is inevitable?” I
agree with the poet, “What is death? At
most it is a journey for a season, and a
sleep longer than.usual. If thou fearest
death, thou should fear also sleep.”
Jim had no fear in his heart. I would
say, in conclusion, that God has put His
finger upon him; and he sleeps.

Mr. SOMERS of New York. Mr.
Speaker, in the first sad hour of shock
it is always difficult for me to express
the emotions that I feel coursing through
my mind. Such a shock has come to me
twice in the last 2 weeks, once when I
lost a friend in Tom Cullen, who served
in this House for 24 years, and now again
when I lose another who has been close
to me for 8 years, Jim O'LEary. I was
very fond of him. I shall always re-
member with great pleasure the many
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happy hours that we spent together
when I would refresh myself in his
sound, American philosophy. To talk to
Jm O'LEary reminded me of the way
Amos must have felt when he said,
“When I want strength I kiss the earth.”
When I wanted strength it was nice to
feel that I could, in a manner of speak-
ing, kiss the hand of my friend, Jm
O’Leary. I do not know that I would be
exaggerating at all, Mr. Speaker, if I
were to say more sincerely Jim was one
of the finest characters I ever knew,
simple and sweet. He had the three
characteristics that I think make the
measure of a man. He was courageous,
he was tolerant, and he was kind. He
was courageous even in these days when
courage is not always too evident. He
was courageous because he never failed
to announce his conception of Ameri-
canisw He believed in this country, in
this country above all things. I am
sorry to say that in many realms of so-
ciety that is not too popular today. But
Jmt O'Leary never faltered in his devo-
tion to his country. Therefore I think
that at this moment we have lost a man
whom we can ill afford to lose. The
Nation suffers. I in my personal life
suffer. Strange, is it not, how lonely life
grows as the years accumulate? We see
snatehed from us from time to time the
things we have grown to love, the things
that become actually a part of us. They
are snatched from us through no act of
ours and they leave us tremendously sad-
dened. The loss of JmM O’LEary will
leave an ache in my heart that nothing
that I can conceive of will ever fill.

Mr. DELANEY. Mr. Speaker, every
Member of the Congress has heard with
deep regret of the demise of our dear
friend and colleague, J1m O'LEARY.

He was my dear friend and, with many
Members of the House, I shall miss him
very much. He was a credit to his city,
State, and Nation. As Chairman of the
Committee on Expenditures in the Ex-
ecutive Departments he did a splendid
job and reflected great credit on his abil-
ity as a leader and an executive.

The fine work he did as a member of
the Committee on the Merchant Marine
and Fisheries is well known to the Mem-
bers of this House. Although ill at the
time, he, in the pursuit of his duties, went
on a long and tedious trip to the west
coast to get a true picture of the marine
situation there,

To his family go the sympathy and
condolence of all of us in the Congress.

Mr. MERRITT. Mr. Speaker, God in
His wisdom has seen fit to reach out and
take from our midst one of our very dear
and loyal friends, a valuable asset to the
House of Representatives; Jim O'LEARY
was a true friend and a good American.
A man who at this moment has one son
giving his very best so that we can con-
tinue in this deliberation in which we
are taking part this afternoon. The
things that Jim stood for were pro-
nounced by his every deed and his every
action up until this present moment.
His suffering was tremendous, not only
his physical suffering, but his mental suf~
fering as 7ell, having just suffered the
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loss of his dear wife. I am sure his son
and daughthers will be happy in the
knowledge that he has left behind him
many, many friends. We stood here no
more than 2 weeks ago and utterea prac-
tically the same words in behalf of an-
other departed colleague. But, just as
often as we repeat those words, just as of-
ten are we that much more sincere in our
eulogy of the passing of a great and
dearly beloved friend.

Jim’s absence is a tremendous blow, not
only to the constituents in his district,
and to his family, but especially to his
friends, among whom I am happy to
know that I was numbered.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman from New York [Mr,
LyncH] and the gentleman from New
¥York [Mr. DicksTEIN] be permitted to ex-
tend their remarks at this point in the
REecorp.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, the
grim hand of death has again visited this
body. For 10 years our late friend, Jmm
O’LEarY, as his friends knew and ealled
him, labored in this body, giving a char-
‘acter of service to his people and his
country which it will be difficult for any-
one who succeeds him to surpass. We
who khew him personally, we who were
numbered among his friends, feel keenly
the passing of Jit O'LeEary and we are
going to miss him greatly from among
our ranks.

I remember well seeing him last fall
on two occasions in Boston when he was -
there undergoing medical treatment in
conneciion with the illness which
brought about his death this morning.
With full knowledge of the seriousness
of his condition, as was evidenced in my
talks with him, he viewed it from a fine,
high, noble, philosophical, and religious
angle. Those two talks which were
among the last I had with him, the phil-
osophical way in which he considered
his illness, made a very strong impres-
sion upon me.

For 10 years he gave the best that was
within him to his people and to his coun-
try by sincere and faithful and loyal
service in this body. As previous speak-
ers have well said, he was sincere. We
can all subscribe to that beautiful trait
possessed by our late friend. But more
than sincere, he was kind. He was a
man who encouraged others. He was a
man of understanding. The passing of
Jmm O'Leary leaves another gap in our
ranks.

To his children I extend my profound
sympathy in their bereavement. To the
people of his district I extend my feeling
of sympathy in the loss of their great
Representative. I know that they ap-
preciate the character of service that he
so ably gave to them. And to our col-
leagues of the New York delegation I
also express my sympathy because each
and every one of them were not only
personal friends of our late colleague,
Jim O'LEary, but he also was one of their
delegation.
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The New York delegation has had two
visitations of death with in a few weeks.
There is no finer delegation in this House
than the New York delegation. I deeply
sympathize with them in the loss from
their ranks of a sincere and kindly char-
acter, a man of understanding, our late
friend and colleague, JIm O'LEARY.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may care to use to the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Fayl.

Mr, FAY. Mr. Speaker, this is the sec-
ond time in 30 days that death has vis-
ited the ranks of the New York delega-
tion. Only 2 weeks ago we attended the
funeral of the venerable Tom Cullen, of
Brooklyn. Today we mourn the loss of
Congressman Jivm O'Leary, of Staten Is-
land. He was a businessman of fine
accomplishments. Last summer I spent
2 months in the hospital on Staten Is-
land, in his district. I came in contact
with the civilian personnel who lived cn
Staten Island. Everyone spoke highly
of Jim O'LEary as their Representative.
He exerted considerable influence in de-
veloping Staten Island as a great port in
the harbor of New York. He brought
business and manufacturing to Staten
Island, and it now stands foday as a
great important section of our city.

We shall miss Jim O’Leary. I extend
to his family my profound sympathy and
respect for a great father and husband
who typified the qualities of a gentle-
man.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BENDER]
such time as he may care to use. )

Mr. BENDER. We all know how
futile mere words are on an occasion
like this. I happen to be a member of
the Committee on Expenditures and I
knew Jmm O'Lesry well. He was all that
the distinguished majority leader
stated. He was kindly and friendly and
generous to a fault. He was a good
friend. He was a strong partisan. No
man served the Democratic Party better
as chairman of the Committee on Ex-
penditures than Jim O'Leary, and he was
always fair and considerate of every
minority member of the committee. I
join the New York Members in mourning
his passing. I am sure if any man de-
serves a place in the heavenly throng,
Jmt O'Leary does.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unenimous consent that the gentleman
from New York [Mr. BUurcHILL] may ex-
tend his remarks in the Recorp at this
point.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. BURCHILL of New York. Mr.
Speaker, it is with deepest sympathy and
a sense of the greatest loss that I join
with my colleagues in announcing to this
body the passing of my beloved colleague,
the Honorable JAMES A. O'LEARY, of Stat-
en Island, N, Y. Jim O'Leary has been,

in addition, my dear friend and neighbor, -

as we had the distinction of representing
adjoining districts in the State of New
York. This enabled me to appraise his
character and abilities from observations
as well as association. His legislative
record and judgment were unsurpassed
duritig his term of service in this body
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and his character, demonstrated as a
Member of this House and his commun-
ity, was beautiful in its simplicity and
dignity.

Jim knew the sorrow that follows the
irreplaceable loss that comes with the
passing of a close and dear one, having
suffered the loss of his beloved wife a
short time ago. Since that time he has
devoted his life to his lovely family of two
daughters and one son, Lt. James A.
O'Leary, Jr., now serving his country.
There is so litile I can say to them in
their hour of sorrow that would in the
smallest measure approach the adequate.
I can only extend my personal sympathy
and hope that God will give them that
supernatural strength He sends to all of
us at some time in our lives when the
need for it arises. The memory of their
father will rest with this House through-
cut the years to come. It is a memory
which will hallow and revere his many
years of loyal and faithful service. The
high regard in which he was held by the
leadership and his colleagues on both
sides of the aisle, who sat in stricken
silence today at the grave announcement
of our loss, serves as mute and golden
evidence of the great esteem in which
Jiv O'Leary has always been held by this
honorable body.

Because of the location of his district,
Jim O'LEary’s greatest interest and most
of his life were devoted to maritime mat-
ters. In memoriam I am reminded of
those famous and beautiful words of the
epitaph of Robert Louis Stevenson which
might well have been uttered by Jma
O’LEarY as he went to his Heavenly rest-
ing place:

Here he lles where he longed to be;
Home is the sailor, home from the sea,
And the hunter home from the hill,

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr.
Harris] such time as he may care to use.

Mr. HARRIS of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
one of my first committee assignments
on coming to the House was to the Com-
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries, At that time, JiMm O'LEARY was
one of the ranking Democrats on the
committee. I came to know him ex-
ceedingly well through a common inter-
est we had in more than one project
concerning our respective districts,
Through this association I quickly came
to recognize his great ability, to respect

his judgment, and to admire and have-

great affection for him personally. He
was an independent thinker, a man of
courage, and of courageous action. He
is another of our beloved colleagues who
have gone down fighting on the legisla-
tive firing line. We can ill afford to
spare his like. We sorely shall miss him,
His memory ever will remain green in
our minds. Our hearts fully of sym-
pathy go out to his children.

Mr, CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to
the gentleman from New York [Mr.
TorrENs] such time as he may care to
use,

Mr. TORRENS. Mr. Speaker, al-
though I did not have the honor of know-
ing Congressman O’Leary but slightly,
still I knew of the splendid work he did
as a Member of Congress.
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With his colleagues I join in offering
my sympathy and my condolence to his
bereaved family.

Mr. CELLER, Mr. Speaker, I yield to

the gentleman from New York [Mr.
SOMERS].
Mr. SOMERS of New York. Mr.

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
my colleague from Missouri [Mr, Cocsa~-
RaAN] may extend his remarks at this
point in the RECoRD.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I made
the acquaintance of James O’LEARY when
he was first elected to this House. It so
happened he was assigned as a member
of the Committee on Expenditures in the
Executive Departments, of which I was
then the chairman. He served on that
committee during the entire time he was
in Congress, and when I resigned the

* chairmanship to accept my present as-

signment he became chairman and occu-
pied that position at the time of his
death,

He was always kind and helpful and
was blessed with a personality that made
friends for him with everyone he came in
contact with. The people of his district,
the State of New York, and the Nation
have lost a faithful public servant.

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, it was with
deep regret that I learned of the death
of our colleague from New York, Repre-
sentative JaMEs A, O'LEARY.

During my term as a Member of the
House I became rather well acquainted
with him. His quiet and unassuming
attitude seemed to be a magnet that drew
people to him. During his 10 years of
service in the House of Representatives
he devoted himself wholeheartedly to the
best interests of the people of his district.
His loss will be deeply felt not only by the
people of Staten Island and lower Man-
hattan, which he represented, but also
by all the New York delegation.

To his family I extend my sincere sym=
pathy.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I offer a
resolution (H. Res. 474) which I send to
the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the House has heard with
profound sorrow of the death of Hon. JAMES
A. O'LEarY, a Representative from the State
of New York.

Resolved, That a committee of six Members
of the House with such Members of the Sen-
ate as may be joined be appointed to attend
the funeral. -

Resolved, That the Sergeant at Arms of the
House be authorized and directed to take

such steps as may be necessary for carrying .

out the proyisions of these resolutions and
that ‘the necessary expenses in connection
therewith be paid out of the contingent fund
of the House.

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate
these resolutions to the Senate and transinit
8 copy thereof to the family of the deceased,

The SPEAKER. The question is on
agreeing to the resolution.

The resolution was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints
the following members of the commit-
tee: Mr. CELLER, Mr. Fisx, Mr. DELANEY,
Mr. Powers, Mr. O’'BRIEN of New York,
and Mr, BurcHILL of New York.
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ADJOURNMENT

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report
the remainder of the resolution.
The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect
the House do now adjourn.

The resolution was agreed to; accord-
ingly the House (at 3 o’clock and 8 min-
utes p. m.), pursuant to its order hereto-
fore entered, adjourned until Monday,
March 20, 1944, at 12 o’clock noon.

COMMITTEE HEARINGS
CoMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN
COMMERCE

There will be & meeting of the Land
Grants Subcommittee of the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce at
10 a. m, Friday, March 17, 1944.

Business to be considered: To begin
hearings on H. R. 4184, entitled “To
amend section 321, title ITI, part II,
Transportation Act of 1940, with respect
to the movement of Government traffic.”

COMMITTEE ON RIVERS AND HARBORS

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors
will continue its hearings on House Joint
Resolution 148 (joint resolution to permit
the diversion of waters from Lake Michi-
gan to safeguard the public health) on
March 22, 1944, at 10:30 a. m.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

1302. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting the budg-
et for the War Relocation Authority of the
Department of the Interior for the fiscal year
1945 containing an estimate of appropriation
amounting to $40,100,000 (H. Doc. No. 501);
to the Committee on Appropriations and
ordered to be printed.

1308. A letter from the Becretary of War,
transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engi-
neers, United States Army, dated Dacember
14, 1643, submitting a report, together with
accompanying papers, on a preliminary ex-
amination and survey of Infracoastal Water-
way throughout Broward County, Fla., au-
thorized by the Flood Control Act approved
on June 22, 1936, and by an act of Congress
approved on June 26, 1936; to the Committee
on Flood Control.

1304. A letter from the Becretary of War,
transmitting a report dated December 10,
1943, from the Chlef of Engineers, United
Btates Army, together with accompanying
papers, on a preliminary examination and
survey of Waimea, Hanapepe, Wallua, and
Hanalel Rivers and their tributaries and
Kapaa Swamp on the island of Eaual, T, K;
to the Committee on Flood Control.

1305. A letter from the Acting Secretary of
the Interior transmitting pursuant to sec-
tion 16 of the Organic Act of the Virgin
Islands of the United States, approved June
22, 1936; one copy each of various legislation
passed by the Municipal Council of BSt.
Thomas and 8t. John; to the Committee on
Insular Affairs,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:
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Mr. MAY: Committee on Military Affairs.
B. 1157. An act to amend section 61 of the
National Defense Act of June 3, 1916, as
amended, for the purpose of providing such
training of State and Territorial military
forces as is deemed necessary to enable them
to execute their internal security responsi-
bilities within their respective States and
Territories; without amendment (Rept. No.
1262). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. MAY: Committee on Military Affairs.
S. 1250. An act to repeal section 2 of the act
approved May 17, 1926, which provides for
the forfeiture of pay of persons in the mili-
tary and naval service of the United States
who are absent from duty on account of the
direct effects of venereal disease due to mis-
conduct; without amendment (Rept. No.
1263). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. PATMAN:

H.R.4420. A bill to amend the Recons
struction Finance Corporation Act by adding
8 new title thereto relating to the sale or
other disposition of surplus property of the

United States; to the Committee on Banking

and Currency.
By Mr. VINSON of Georgla:

H.R.4421. A bill authorizing appropria-
tions for the United States Navy for addi-
tional ordnance manufacturing and produc-
tion facilities, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. NORRELL:

H.R.4422. A Dbill relating to certain Jap-
anese residents of the United States and to
certain citizens of Japanese descent found
to be unfriendly to the United States; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. COOLEY:

H.R.4423. A bill to establish State offi-
ces in the Bureau of Mines; to the Commit-
tee on Mines and Mining,

By Mr. KEARNEY:

H.R 4424, A bill to amend the Mustering-
Out Payment Act of 1944 so as to provide
mustering-out payments for certain persons
discharged or relieved from active service in
the armed forces to accept employment; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SPAREMAN:

H. R. 4425. A bill to incorporate the Regu-
lar Veterans Association; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. DAWSON:

H. Res, 472. Resolution to create a special
committee to make a full and complete study
and investigation of race relations in the
United States; to the Committee on Rulcs,

MEMORIALS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, memorials
were presented and referred as follows:

By The SPEAKER: Memorial of the Legis-
lature of the Territory of Puerto Rico, me-
morializing the President and the Congress
of the United States to express to Congress
of the United States its respectful and firm
opposition to have the people of Fuerto Rico
deprived of its revenue on rum; to the Com-
mittee on Insular Affairs,

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the
State of Washington, memorializing the
President and the Congress of the United
Btates to take appropriate measures to the
end that the doors of Palestine shall be
opened for free entry of Jews Into that
country; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,
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SENATE

MoxpAy, MarcH 20, 1944

(Legislative day of Monday, February 7,
1944) ¥

The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian,
on the expiration of the recess.

The' Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown
Harris, D. D, ‘offered the following
prayer:

Our Father God, we turn to Thee,
driven by our drained lives, with tension
of the present, anxiety about the future,
deep concern about ourselves, our dear
ones, our Nation, and our world, As we
play our part in days of destiny, with
all mankind standing in the valley of
decision, we seek the sanctuary of prayer.
Entering its gates of peace, we bow for
this dedicated moment at a shrine of
the spirit, apart from the clamor of the
world, from the pull of conflicting opin-
ions, and from the rivalry of personal
loyalties. In Thy loving kindness and in
Thy tender mercy look upon us; empower
us, sustain us, as, toiling feverishly, our
strength unequal to our task, we turn
again to respond to the call of the world’s
great need.

In the midst of the dismaying circum-
stances of our times, open for us the
crystal fountain whence the healing
waters flow. Towering o'er the wrecks
of time, may our eyes behold the con-
quering sign of a rugged cross and our
ears, attuned to the infinite, catch the
clear accents of the inevitable Christ,
declaring, “I will draw all men unto me.”
We ask it in His ever-blessed name.
Amen.

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. BarRKLEY, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of the calen-
dar day Thursday, March 16, 1944, was
dispensed with, and the Journal was
approved.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT—
APPROVAL OF BILLS

Messages in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States were com-
municated to the Senate by Mr, Miller,
one of his secretaries, and he announced
that the President had approved and
signed the following acts:

On March 16, 1944:

B.Ti6. An act to confer jurlsdiction on the
Court of Claims to hear, determine, and ren-
der judgment on the claim of Louis H. Pink,
superintendent of insurance of the State of
New York, or his statutory successor, as stat-
utory liquidator of New York Indemnity
Co., ggainst the United States;

B.13587. An act to extend the time within
which the States of Montana, North Dakota,
and Wyoming may negotlate and enter into
a compact or agreement for division of the
waters of the Yellowstone River; and

8.1549. An act for the relief of Vern M.
Stanchfield.

On March 17, 1944:

B8.1146. An act to amend eection 31 of the

Becurities Exchange Act of 1934.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

The VICE FRESIDENT affixed his
signature to the enrolled bill (8. 1285) to
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